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Che Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, JANUARY 8, 1876. 
CURRENT TOPICS. 

We HAVE BEEN FAVOURED with an early copy of the 
miles and forms under the Land Transfer Aci, 1875, but 
we have not yet had an opportunity of going minutely 
through the provisions of these important additions to 
the large body of matters which practitioners are ex- 

ted to know all about, and we therefore propose to 
Jeave the discussion of them until next week. In the 
meantime, we may notice a few of the more striking 
points. Unlike the provisions of Lord Westbury’s Act, 
the forms of transfer, &c., which are very concise, are 
obligatory, “‘ with such alterations and additions only as 
are necessary to meet the circumstances of each case.” 
While care is taken that the register shall only be in- 
spected by persons who have obtained the consent of the 
registered proprietor, any person is to be at liberty to in- 
spect any “ general index” to the register; this seems to 
bea useful provision. As a guarantee of bona fides, ap- 
plicants for registration with possessory titles must be 
joined in their application, and in the required statutory 





declaration, by a solicitor ; and the execution of transfers, 


charges, &c., must be witnessed by a solicitor. On ap- 
plications for absolute title, the applicants must leave all 
opinions of counsel, requisitions, &c., which are in their 
power. As to the fees, they seem in most instances to be 
fairly moderate. 





Tue prosrectus of the Council of Legal Education con- 
tains some important revelations as to the results at 
which that august body, after mature deliberation and 
lengthened experiment, has arrived. It seems now to be 
tacitly admitted that the student for the bar must Jearn 
his equity, real property law, and common law in 
chambers. There are to be public lectures on those sub- 
jects to stimulate his interest, but no private classes to 
direct his studies and test his acquirements. The only 
subject on which systematic instruction in private 
classes is to be given is jurisprudence, which is, as here- 
tofore, to include international law, Roman civil law, and 
constitutional law and legal history. The private classes 
in which this wide range of subjects is to be gone over 
are to meet about six times in each educational term. We 
gather that there will be three educational terms in the 
Year; this will give exactly four and a half meetings in a 
year upon each of the four subjects of which Sir E. Creasy 
has charge. By way of encouraging attendance the Inns 
of Court have placed £500 per annum at the disposal of 
the council, to be given in prizes to the students who 
have attended the lectures and passed the best examina- 
tion in the subjects thereof. It remains to be seen 
whether each of the Inns of Court will follow the 
example formerly set by the Inner Temple, and appoint 
tutors to supplement the deficiencies of the scheme 
of the Council of Legal Education. : 





A DAILY CONTEMPORARY has taken the occasion of the 
Conclusion of the Michaelmas sittings to review the re- 





sults of those sittings as the first fruits of the new 
system of judicature. Throughout the whole of the 
review there is manifest a strong under-current of ob- 
jection to the preservation by the recent legislation of so 
much of the ancient constitution and procedure belonging 
to the common law courts. It is suggested that in 
general one judge is quite sufficient as a tribunal of first 
instance; that the equity system is superior to the com- 
mon law system in this respect; and that, to correct any 
deficiencies of weak courts of first instance, it is 
sufficient to give facilities for a speedy appeal 
to a court of more weight and importance. No 
doubt, the condition of the High Court is anomalous, 
and it may be that it will ultimately be found neces- 
sary to effect further alterations. It is not sym- 
metrical that there should be three common law divi- 
sions disposing of matters in a different way from the 
one Chancery Division, but that anomaly was seen and 
contemplated when the Act was passed. It necessarily of- 
fends those theorists who would makesystemandsymmetry 
more important considerations than practical efficiency ; 
but the principle of the Act was, we conceive, to recog- 
nize the fact that a certain division of labour had pre- 
vailed theretofore and to disturb existing arrangements 
no farther than might be proved to be really and sub- 
stantially necessary, to make provision for further al- 
terations if proved to be practically necessary, but not 
to upset the whole existing machinery for the sake of 
theoretical consistency. It appears to us that a foregone 
conclusion underlies the whole of our contemporary’s 
retrospect of the sittings. The Judicature Act was, to 
some extent, a compromise, but it seems to us that a fair 
opportunity should be given of seeing whether it works 
substantially well. It is too soon to raise a cry for fresh 
legislation and further alterations because the new 
machinery has not cleared off all the arrears of busi- 
ness in Banco as well as Nisi Prius business. It 
must be remembered that it is the natural course 
of things that there should be some arrears after the 
Michaelmas sittings—in truth the term “' arrears,” as ap- 
plied to the business then undisposed of, isin many cases 
misleading—-and if there happened to be in one or 
two of the courts a little more than the usnal pending 
business not reached, and which may be fairly termed 
arrears, itis not proved that the courts as at present con- 
stituted will not be quite equal to clearing off these 
arrears as they have the Nisit Prius arrears. We are far 
from saying further changes may not be necessary, but 
we think it too early yet to begin to dogmatize in ac- 
cordance with foregone conclusions. 








THE RECENT cases or The Hibernia (24 W. R. 60) and 
The Fanny M. Carvill and The Peru(24W. R. 62) exhibit 
a singular instance in which the court (Judicial Commit- 
tee) has felt itself entitled, on strong reasons of justice and 
convenience, to limit the terms of a statutory provision. 
The Merchant Shipping Act, 1854,s, 298, and the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1862, s. 29, had provided that where a 
collision was caused by the non-observance of any of the 
regulations for preventing collisions, the ship infringing 
the regulations should be deemed in fault, unless it were 
shown that circumstances rendered the departure from 
the regulation necessary. But the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1873, s. 17, went farther, and provided that in any 
case of collision (not saying that the collision had been 
caused by the infringement) any ship infringing the regu- 
lations should be deemed in fault unless the cireum- 
stances rendered its departure necessary. In Z'he Hiber- 
nia it was contended that this provision had the effect 
of exonerating the other ship from blame; an unreason- 
able view, which would have required the insertion of 
the word “alone” in the statute, merely to produce an 
unjust result; and the court held that the ship whose 
negligence was contributory to the collision must bear its 
shareof loss. Butin The Fanny M. Carvill, it was success- 
fully contended that, notwithstanding the omission from 
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thelater statute of the words which required, as a condition 
for thestatutory imputation of negligence, that the collision 
should have been caused by the infringement of a regula- 
tion, the statute must at least be limited to cases where, 
by possibility, the infringement might have had that 
effect, and that if the court is satisfied that it cowld not 
have had anything to do with it, the section does not 
apply. The argument is “‘ that the other and more literal 
construction would virtually substitute for a civil liability, 
which the shipowner could not have incurred, a penalty 
for the infringement of the regulation irrespective of the 
nature or possible consequences of that infringement; a 
penalty, moreover, of uncertain application, since it is 
dependent on a collision, and varying in severity with 
the injury done by the collision.” It is scarcely too 
strong to describe this (as the court does) as making the 
offending vessel an “outlaw of the seas”; and although 
the case undoubtedly furnishes an instance of words be- 
ing read into a statute, not by necessary implication, nor 
even by inference from any words contained in it, but 
merely for the purpose of reasonably restraining its 
operation, and as not “absolutely inconsistent ” with its 
express enactment, the instance is one in which so ex- 
treme a course is warranted. In the result, wherever 
there may be any doubt as to whether the infringement 
did or did not cause or contribute to the collision, the 
doubt is to be resolved against the offending vessel; but 
where itis affirmatively established that it could not have 
done so the statute ceases to apply. 








THE NEW PRACTICE. 


AFFIDAVITS FILED BY CLAIMANTS, AND IN WINDING-UP 
Marrers.—Considerable uncertainty is being felt with 
reference to the question, by whom should the office 
copy of an affidavit filed by a claimant, or in a winding- 
up matter, now be taken? Our readers know that where, 
under the former practice, any such affidavit was filed, 
the solicitor of the party prosecuting the matter bespoke, 
and paid for, and got possession of, the office copy. The 
provision of the “additional rules” (August 12, 1875), 
is (inter alia) to the effect that, “‘ where any office copy 
is to be taken, the party by, or on whose behalf, any 
affidavit is filed, shall leave a copy with the officer with 
whom the same is filed, who shall examine it with the 
original, and mark the same as an office copy ”’ (see ord. 
5,r.6). In this provision there is nothing at all analogous 
to the provisions of the former practice applicable to the 
cases under consideration. The question may, therefore, 
be determined by reference to section 21 of the Judicature 
Act, 1875, and the italicized note prefixed to the rules 
appended to that Act, under the authority of which the 
then existing practice is “ saved” and rendered available 
where “no other provision is made.’ Hence, and 
in reference to the question under consideration, 
it may be concluded that, upon receiving notice of 
the filing of any such affidavit, the solicitor of the party 
prosecuting the matter should bespeak and take the 
office copy as under the former practice. Nor will he, by 
adopting this course, find himself in any less advan- 
tageous position than heretofore, for the like result will 
follow, that is, he will now, as then, simply have paid the 
official charge for the office copy without deriving any 
advantage from the making of such copy. 

It may, however, be here mentioned, that, for the 
purpose of securing to the solicitor some advantage in 
these cases, the following methods have been suggested, 
and, in many instances, adopted. For instance (1) the 
party filing the affidavit himself procures the office copy, 
and hands it over to the solicitor of the party prosecut- 
ing the matter, receiving from him, at the same time, 
the cost of preparing the copy and having it marked as 
an office copy; or (2) the party filing the affidavit 
furnishes the solicitor of the party prosecuting the 
matter with a copy of the affidavit, at stationers’ 
charges, thus enabling such solicitor himself to leave 





> 

with the officer a copy to be examined and marked ag an 
office copy. By the first method the party filing the aj. 
davit secures to himself the whole of any profit that 
attach to the making of the copy, while by the secong 
method both parties participate in any such profit, the 
result, in either case, being the same —that is to say, the 
solicitor of the party prosecuting the matter really pays 
for, and gets possession of, the office copy. 

Many will, however, no doubt, decline to folloy 
a@ mere customary practice, founded upon ey. 
pediencgy, and prefer the other more simple, thongh, 
perhaps, less profitable, course first above pointed out, ag 
being in closer agreement with the general provisions of 
the Acts and rules. 





Rererences.—The Judicature Acts have left the sub. 
ject of references to officers of the court in a very un. 
satisfactory condition. The Act of 1873, section 83, 
provides for the appointment of permanent officers to be 
called official referees, who, however, have not yet been 
appointed. There seem to be two distinct modes in 
which use may be made of these officers—(1) particular 
questions arising in causes or matters may be referred to 
them under section 56 of the Act of 1873 for report, and 
the report may or may not be adopted and given effect to 
by the court; (2) actions, or questions or issues in actions, 
may be tried by them by desire of one of the parties (ord, 
36, rr. 2—4), or either with or without consent, accord. 
ing to the nature of the case, by order of the court or a 
judge (section 57 of the Act of 1873). The trial before 
the official referee, unless otherwise directed by the court 
or a judge, is to be proceeded with de die in diem ina 
similar manner as in actions tried by a jury (ord. 36, r. 30), 
So far there is a material improvement on the old formof 
references with their great delays. There is also another 
advantage, that the decisions of these referees are, even 
in the case of trial by a referee, subject as to points of 
law to revision by the court (see ord. 40, rr. 2—5). 

But there is another side to the picture. The Common 
Law Procedure Acts are still in force and unrepealed, 
and references may be, and are, still ordered to the 
masters; indeed, in section 57 of the Act of 1873, where 
power is given to order questions to be tried by a referee 
the investigation of which cannot conveniently be con- 
ducted by the court through its other ordinary officers, 
the references to the masters seem to be expressly re 
tained. Consequently we have (or shall have when offi- 
cial referees are appointed) side by side two modes of refer- 
ence to permanent officers, both in many cases compul- 
sory. In one, provision is made for rapidity of trial, asin 
causes tried in court, while the other is left with all its 
vexatious delays and adjournments. In one, the ruling 
on points of law is subject to revision by the court, even 
when the reference is by consent; in the other, the old 
rule continues, and the referee is absolute judge, even 
though one party is forced into the reference against his 
will. If the references to masters are to be retained, at 
least some alteration might be made in their arrange 
ment. At present they have to be worked in from time 
to time with taxations and attendances at chambers and 
in court, and in consequence a case when once referred 
is postponed and adjourned from one cause or another, 
even when a day has been fixed to continue it. Is there 
any insuperable objection to a division of labour, by 
which certain of the masters could be appointed from 
time to time solely to take references, in which case they 
would have some chance of continuing a case once begull 
until its conclusion. Of the merits of the tribunal we 
say nothing; but legal institutions are now on theif 
trial, and, if this one is worth preserving at all, it is 
worth reforming. 





The Town Council of Glasgow have agreed to apply {0 
the Secretary of State to ana a stipendiary magistrate 


for the city, at a salary of £1,000 per annum, 
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THE AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT AS 
IT AFFECTS LANDOWNERS. 
J, 

Vexx many of our readers, in their capacity of confi- 
dential advisers to landowners, will have put to them within 
the next few weeks the question what should be done about 
the Agricultural Holdings Act? “In the first place,” 
the client will say, “ I want to know whether I am af- 
fected by the Act. IfIam, what course should I take 
as to excluding or admitting its operation? I can 
judge for myself as to the main grounds on which the 
measure is supposed to recommend itself to the adoption 
of landowners. I think it for the advantage, in the long 
yun, both of myself and my tenants, that the latter should 
receive compensation on quitting for unexhausted im- 

vements; but I am in doubt as to whether it would 
be well to allow the whole of the Act to come into opera- 
tion as regards my tenants, or simply to adopt the pro- 
visions relating to compensation; or whether a still 
better course would not be to provide for this myself 
instead of trusting to the Act to do it? Give me the 
data for forming a judgment on this question by telling 
me exactly what liabilities I shall incur, aad what remedies 
Ishall obtain, if I permit myself to be brought under the 
Act?” Weshall attempt to give brief and plain answers 
to these questions. 

Are you affected by the Act? That depends upon the 
nature of the holding, the kind of tenancy, and the time 
at which it commenced, 

Is the property let an agricultural or pastoral holding ? 
If it is not, or if it is less than two acres, you need not 
trouble yourself further; the Act does not affect you (a). 

If the holding is agricultural or pastoral and exceeds 
two acres, the answer will differ according as the inquiry 
is put with reference to existing or future tenancies. 
To tenancies for fixed terms commencing before the 
lth of February, 1876, the Act does not apply (b). To 
tenancies from year to year or at will existing before the 
14th of February, 1876, the Act will apply unless ex- 
duded by landlord or tenant (c). To all tenancies com- 
mencing after that date, the Act will apply unless excluded 
by landlord and tenant ((). 

Now comes the question, What rights and liabilities will 
be acquired cr incurred by the landowner by simply 
dllowing the Act to come into operation? Let us 
take, first of all, tenancies from year to year, 
and consider the practical effect of the clauses relating to 
notice to quit (e). If the Act is not excluded the 
treult will be that when the landlord desires to 
putan end to the contract he will have to give a year's 
wotice expiring with some year of the tenancy. That 
is to say, if the teaancy originally commenced at 
Iady-day, and the tenant has committed some act of 
g0ss mismanagement of the land between Lady-day 
ad Midsummer he cannot, except in case of bank- 
muptey or composition, be got rid of for one year and 
three-quarters (/). Practically, a letting from year to 
year to which the Act applies will be a letting for two 
years certain. 

The relations between landlord and tenant where the 

er has given the latter a notice to quit are not 
usually very friendly; nor is land generally considered 
the better for the tenant’s management during the period 
Which lapses between the giving of the notice and its 
Gpitation, But in the case of a half-year’s notice the 
mischief that can be done is comparatively little. The 
farmer generally enters on the land either on the 2nd of 
vor the 25th of March, and notice has to be 

given with reference to these dates; hence, the period 
‘vered by the notice is that during and after the har- 
Yet; the crops have been sown, the manure has been put 
jin the case of grass land the spring manure has 


laid on before the tenant knows that he is to have a 


Section 58, 
8 ah last clause, 





(d) Section 56, 
y) Sections 51, 62, 
J) Section 61. 











But under the Act all this will be dif- 
ferent. From the 2nd of February or 25th of March, 
the tenant will have warning that during the whole of 
the next year he must get the most he can out of the 
land and do the least he can for it. Landowners know 
how much some tenants can do in this way without ren- 
dering themselves practically liable under the covenants 
in their leases. The best tenant does not feel any very 
enthusiastic interest in his land during the last year of 
his tenancy. 

Moreover, it may perhaps be found that a new tempta- 
tion will be afforded to the tenant to contest the validity 
of the notice to quit. If he succeeds in establishing its 
invalidity, he will be safe for another two years, for the 
landlord cannot give a new notice during the currency 
of the old one, or he will waive it, and when the old 
notice expires it will be too late to give one for the en- 
suing year. Any one familiar with the subject knows 
how many grounds of objection may be raised to a 
notice to quit. Was it given in proper time—that is, 
with reference to the expiration of a current year of the 
tenancy ? That depends upon when the tenancy com- 
menced, a question sometimes very difficult to decide, 
e.g., when fresh agreements at increased rents have been 
entered into between landlord and tenant in the course 
of the tenancy. Was the notice expressed with due cer- 
tainty and given by the proper person? did it come to 
the knowledge of the tenant? was it subsequently 
waived by the landlord ?—all these questions may be 
raised by the tenant when stimulated by the prospect of 
obtaining two years’ further enjoyment of the farm, or 
of getting the payment which the landlord will often 
make rather than run the risk of that result. We may 
discuss hereafter the advantage to the tenant of the 
prolonged notice to quit; as regurds the landlord 
we are unable to suggest any benefit from the adoption of 
this provision, except that it may perhaps induce the 
tenant to hesitate less about expending money on his 
farm, inasmuch as he may think he has a prospect of a 
longer holding. But if proper provision is made for 
compensation for unexhausted improvements, will there 
be any ground for reluctance on the part of the tenant 
about expenditure on the farm? If he leaves before he 
has got the full benefit of that expenditure, he will be 
recouped the unexhausted value of the improvement, and 
the more he spends the less chance there will be of his 
being disturbed. 

The special rights acquired by the landlord from year to 
year under the Act consist of a modification of the old and 
just rule that a notice to quit cannot be given for a part 
of the demised premises. The landlord may give a valid 
notice to quit a part only of the holding; provided (1) 
the notice is given “ with a view to the use of land” for 
certain specified purposes, and (2) “the notice to quit 
so states” (g). We may have occasion hereafter to 
draw attention to the looseness with which this clause is 
drawn; we simply say here that it enables the land- 
owner to obtain possession of portions of land on which 
he may want to build farm labourers’ cottages, &c., to 
plant trees, or to open quarries or pits, &c. But in order 
to do so he must make up his mind, or “ view,” as to the 
use of the land more than twelve months before he 
can carry out his purpose; he must be prepared to have 
the whole machinery of the Act as to compensation 
put in force against him by the tenant with reference to 
the piece of land taken off the farm; and, when the 
value of the compensation on this score has been settled, 
there will remain to be determined the proportionate re- 
duction to be made in the rent (1) in respect of the land 
comprised in the notice to quit; (2) in respect of any 
depreciation of the value to the tenant of the residue of 
the holding caused by its withdrawal; and (3) in respect 
of any depreciation of the value to the tenant of the resi- 
due of the holding caused by the use to be made of the 
land withdrawn (fh). And after all, the sole benefit 
derivable by the landlord under this new provision—viz., 


(g) Section 52. 
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(A) Section 52, 
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that he can obtain possession of a part without having 
to grant a fresh lease of the remainder—may be swept 
away; for the tenant is entitled to give notice that he 
accepts the notice to quit the part of the farm “asa 
notice to quit the entire holding, to take effect at the 
expiration of the then current year of tenancy, and the 
notice to quit shall have effect accordingly.” So thatif the 
landlord has given a notice to quit a portion of the farm 
for one of the specified purposes two days before the 
25th of March, 1876, so as to make sure that the notice is 
given in ample time to be a good and valid year’s notice 
for the 25th of March, 1877, he may receive next day 
a notice from the tenant which, if the language of the 
clause is to be taken literally, will actually have the effect 
of determining the tenancy on the 25th of March, 1876 
—i.e., two days after the notice to quit has been given. 

What is the practical course a landowner who has let 
his farm from year te year would take at present if he 
wanted to obtain possession of a part of the farm for one 
of the purposes specified in the Act? Is it not some- 
thing like this? He goes to the farmer and says, ‘‘ Jones, 
I want a piece of Blackacre to build some labourers’ cot- 
tages upon. I don’t want to disturb you, or to give you 
notice to quit; but I shall have to do so if we don’t 
agree; what reduction in rent will you want if you give 
up the piece of land?” Jones, of course, haggles and 
protests that Blackacre is his best field, but he knows to 
a nicety the real value of the land to him, and how much 
the worth of the residue of the farm will be diminished 
by taking it off, and he has no temptation to stand 
out for a fancy value; he is aware that if he does not 
come in to reasonable terms he will have a half-year’s 
notice to quit the entire farm, and upon its expiration may 
be subjected to competition with other bidders for the 
residue of the farm on the re-letting. The result will 
usually be the settlement of the matter without difficulty, 
and the giving up possession of the piece of land at once. 
Will the process be quite so easy if the tenant can say to 
the landlord, ‘If you want the piece you must give me 
notice under the Agricultural Holdings Act; and you 
cannot get it for at least twelve, or possibly twenty-three, 
months’’ ? 








CROSSED CHEQUES. 

We return to ihis subject for the purpose of noticing 
a forcible letter signed with the initial “ B.,” which ap- 
peared ina recent number of the Hconomist, and which is 
described by the paper publishing it as “ conclusive on the 
legal point under discussion.” We hardly know what 
this means. Asa matter of authority, a letter signed 
‘“*B.”’ cannot be more conclusive than the judgment of the 
Court of Appeal. As a matter of reasoning, if, as we 
think, the letter really adds nothing to the reasoning of 
the judgment, then, if the Lconomist is satisfied now, it 
ought to have been satisfied before; and so ought we, and 
all other persons who have taken the liberty of doubting. 
But the question still is, ought we to have been satisfied, 
or ought we to be satisfied now ? And that question we 
propose to consider, with reference to the arguments 
put forward in the letter. 

The author of the letter deals chiefly, if not ex- 
clusively, with Mr. Hubbard’s letter to the Times. 
Now, Mr. Hubbard had, rightly or wrongly, challenged 
the principle laid down by the judgment (and which 
was its basis), that a specially-crossed cheque was 
a negotiable instrument in the full sense of the term. By 
a strange omission, the letter in the Lconomist is wholly 
silent on this point. How, then, is Mr. Hubbard 
answered? We have also ventured to dispute this 
position, perhaps erroncously ; but before we are satisfied 
of the error, we should like to see some answer to our in- 
quiry, how it can by possibility be said that an instrument 
which can legally be paid only to a designated person, 
has not its negotiability restrained ? and whether an 
instrument whose negotiability is to this extent un- 
questionably restrained, can logically be treated as an 





instrument of complete negotiability ? For, if it 

then the question remains whether those consequengas 
do not follow which were contended for by the plaintig 
in the action. Until the contrary is demonstrated moyg 
clearly than it has been, we shall continue to think thg 
the court has been misled by an imperfect conception of 
negotiability. 

Perhaps it is intended as an indirect enforcement of the 
view that a specially-crossed cheque is negotiable that. 
the writer renders the effect of the indorsement ang 
crossing thus: “ Pay the bearer on presentation by the 
London and County Bank.” But is this the corregt 
rendering ? The statute says the banker shall not pay 
the cheque to any one but the person designated in the 
crossing. That the person so designated may have to 
account to some one else for its proceeds matters no 
more thah that a banker presenting for payment a bill 
which his customer has paid in to his account may have to 
account to him for its proceeds. The banker presenting 
the cheque for payment is himself the bearer of it, as 
the banker presenting a bill for payment is the holder 
of the bill. The more correct rendering therefore would 
be, “ Pay to the London and County Bank.” 

“Therefore,” the writer proceeds, if C., the holder, who 
in fact procured the cheque to be cashed through the 
London and Westminster, had got the cheque presented 
by the London and County, and the Union Bank had 
dishonoured it, the holder could have sued the drawers, 
Now, if the cheque had been paid to the London and 
County it would have been paid to the only right 
person; and as any holder may cross a cheque, they 
could not know that any customer of theirs who handed 
it to them had not so crossed it. It might well be, there. 
fore, that the London and County, being the only 
persons legally entitled to payment (constituted such, in 
fact, by the plaintiff himself), would be answerable for 
the proceeds only to their own customer; at any rate 
unless they had notice from the plaintiff. It may bh, 
we do not say it would be, that, assuming the crossed 
cheque not to be negotiable, the person receiving the pro- 
ceeds would in that case be liable to the plaintiff; and 
would @ fortiori be liable now. But if so it does not 
follow that the plaintiff would be bound to find him out 
and sue him when the plaintiff had the Union Bank who, 
in violation of his directions, had, in exchange for the 
cheque, paid the money away to a person not entitled 
to it. But in any case, to argue from what would have 
happened if the cheque had been paid to the right person, 
to what is to happen when it is paid to the wrong person 
is very doubtful logic. 

The writer proceeds: “But C. and the Union Bank 
and the drawers have thought fit to dispense with presenta. 
tion by the London and County Bank.” ‘They have; 
but the writer does not tell us what authority either 0, or 
the drawers had to dispense with a direction which they 
never gave, but which some one else having authority 
give it gave for his own purposes; or what authority 
the Union Bank had to dispense with a direction which 
bound them with a statutory force; or by what magi¢, 
if none of them separately had any power, the three bad 


it in combination. Surely this is a novel kind of die 


pensing power ? 

The writer then asks: “ What cause of complaint has 
Smith in this?” Answer: He had a cause of complaint 
in the disregard by the Union Bank of his direction 
them. But the writer probably means, “ What harmdid 
it do to Smith ?”’ and he answers, “‘ None,” and thus ul 
dertakes to demonstrate that it could do Smith no harm 
How does he show this ? In no way but by endeavouring 
to show that Mr. Hubbard’s view of the practical probe 
bilities of the case is incorrect. Now, Mr. Hubbard 
that certain methods suggested by the court as thow 
by which C. could have obtained payment of the money, 
namely, by getting a new cheque from the drawers, ot 
by opening an account in the London and County with 
cheque in question, are unfounded, and as a matter 
business impracticable; and he added that the persom 
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whose aid was thus solicited would probably have im- 
unded the cheque. The writer says that, if they did so, 
(, could have sued them. But how does this answer Mr. 
Hubbard? The point was that the particular course sug- 
ted was impracticable; the writer does not deny 
this, but says that if something had been done which is 
not material to the question, C. would have had an action. 
Mr. Hubbard said enough to show that the method sug- 
was impracticable, and he said something more. 
If the more turned out to be really no more, that does 
not prevent the enough from being enough. Whatever 
obligation the drawers or the London and County might 
be under not to impound the cheque, they were certainly 
under no obligation to do what C. is supposed to request 
of them. But, assuming what the writer describes as 
“a very improbable supposition,” that C. could not have 
got a new cheque or got the cheque presented by the 
London and County, “ what,” it is asked, ‘“ would have 
happened ?”” And the answer is given, that ‘“ C. would 
haveheld the cheque, and that the money would have 
remained where it certainly ought not to be, viz., in the 
hands of the Union Bank to the credit of the drawers.” 
It may be asufficient answer to this to reply, Where does 
the money remain now? In the wrong place certainly, 
unless it is first demonstrated that C. was entitled to the 
money, which is the point in dispute. To say that C. 
was a bond fide holder for value is only to say that he 
gave value for the cheque and was not party or privy to 
any fraud. But the question is whether he was a bond 
fide holder for value of a negotiable instrument? But 
it is further curious to observe that it is conceded (as 
held by the court) that the drawers might have refused 
to let their account be debited with the amount. There- 
fore, if they did as they might confessedly have done, 
the amount would still be at the Union Bank to the 
credit of their account. ‘Would this be the right place 
or the wrong one ? 

But the writer’s own answer is best. After dealing in 
& way more vigorous than exact with Smith’s chances of 
getting paid if C. had not obtained the money, he says, 
“But the law does not deal with such speculations.” 
But our complaint is that, although the law does not 
deal with such speculations, the court does, and attempts 
toshow that Smith could not be damaged by what the 
Union Bank did, by suggestions which those most con- 
versant with mercantile affairs declare to be impracticable. 
It is at least as allowable to make suggestions as to how 
Smith might have got the money. As the case stands, 
even assuming the cheque to have been negotiable, it has 
not been demonstrated that, but for the wrongful act of 
the Union Bank, Smith might not have got the money. 
It is not even shown to be highly improbable. But it 
was not for Smith to demonstrate that it was highly 
probable that he would have got it. It was for the 
wrongdoer to demonstrate that he could not. Two things 
ate clear—that the money was in fact not paid to the 
person who alone had the legal right to demand it, viz., 
the London and County Bank; and that Smith has lost it, 
We conclude, therefore, the Economist notwithstanding, 
that Mr. Hubbard is not answered. 

But if the writer does not put the judgment on any 
firmer footing than it rested on before, his observations 
on the question of mercantile practice and convenience 
are not more convincing. The writer suggests 
that it might be a good alteration in the law to 
say that “‘any person taking a cheque crossed with 
& banker's name, or ‘& Co.,’ or transverse lines, 
shall have no better title than the person had of 
Whom he took it,” and he adds, “it might be good 
to say so of cheques not crossed, and of bills of ex- 
change and bank-notes and sovereigns.” We do not un- 
derstand the point of this enumeration, Ifit is intended 
%a reductio ad absurdum it is easily answered, thus: If 

things enumerated were subjected to such a restric- 
tion there would be no longer any currency; but if 
§pecially-crossed cheques, or even if crossed cheques in 
Seueral, were subjected to it, there would still remain as 





currency “cheques not crossed and bills of exchange 
and bank-notes and sovereigns,’ which would perhaps be 
sufficient. 

The writer appears to forget the difference 
between a generally and a specially crossed cheque, 
and he also forgets that it is not because irregular 
and incautious things are often done that it is con- 
venient they should be done. The question is not 
whether crossed cheques commonly circulate, but 
whether specially-crossed cheques do. There is a ma- 
terial difference between them, and if in fact specially- 
crossed cheques do sometimes circulate, there is good 
reason to say that it is through want of proper caution 
in those who take them. We believe the intention and 
purpose in crossing cheques generally and crossing them 
specially is materially different, and that the statute 
meant to give effect to those different purposes. 

It is to be observed that drawers of cheques fre- 
quently cross them generally; never specially, except at 
the request of the payee, either express or implied. The 
payee does so habitually for his own benefit and protec- 
tion. For the future, unless the effect of this decision 
is reversed by the Legislature, payees of cheques who wish 
to protect themselves must indorse them payable to their 
own bankers “to my use”; and they cannot get this protec- 
tion until the cheque comes into their own hands. Had 
the law been determined to be as it was commonly under- 
stood, they could have got this protection by specially 
crossing the cheque, or even by getting the drawer to do 
so. And we believe it was exactly this protection which 
the statute intended them to have. 








THE JUDICIAL STATISTICS. 

VI.—Banxrvrprey. 
By the 115th section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869 
(32 & 33 Vict. c. 71), the registrars and other officers are 
required to make returns of the business of their respec- 
tive courts and offices to the Comptroller in Bankruptcy, 
by whom a general annual report, judicial and financial, 
is required to be made to the Lord Chancellor, to be laid 
before Parliament. From the report of the comptroller 
it appears that the results of the year 1874 are generally 
similar to those of the preceding year, the number of 
bankrupts showing only a slight increase. In 1874 there 
were 930 bankruptcies, 4,440 liquidations by arrange- 
ment, and 2,594 compositions; the total liabilities being 
£20,136,670, showing an increase of £951,858 over the 
figures for the previous year. Theassets showa decrease 
of more than £500,000. ‘The total number of estates ad- 
ministered under the several provisions of the Act has in- 
creased 58 per cent. in 1874, as compared with 1870; 
the numbers being 5,002 in 1870, and 7,919 in 1874. 
The number of discharges granted to bankrupts in 1874 
was 82, as compared with 73 in 1873. Of this number 
4 only, as against 10 in 1873, were granted on the ground 
that the bankrupts had, or might have, paid 10s. in the 
pound; the remaining 78 having been granted on special 
resolutions of creditors that the bankruptcy, or the failure 
to pay 10s. in the pound, had arisen from circumstances 
for which the bankrupt could not justly be held respon- 
sible. 

The number of cases pending in the London Bank- 
ruptey Court on December 31, 1874, was 1,058, being 
an increase of 138 on the number pending at the end 
of the previous year; but against this increase there 
was a decrease of 33 in the number of cases pending in 
the several county courts, leaving a net increase of pend- 
ing cases amounting to 105, ‘The total number of 
cases pending on December 31, 1874, was 2,924, of 
which 460 adjudications were of the year 1870, 507 af 
1871, 485 of 1872, 639 of 1873, and 833 of 1874. 
During 1874, 670 bankruptcies were closed, and in 329 
dividends were paid, while in 118 cases there were no 
assets, and in 223 cases the assets, averaging about £77, 
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were absorbed in costs. During the year 1874, of the 
2,549 compositions registered only 409 exceeded 7s. 6d. in 
the pound. In the same period there were in the London 
court, and in the county courts, 3,564 debtor's 
summonses issued, 184 declarations of inability filed 
by debtors, 1,472 petitions for adjudication filed, 
327 debtors adjudicated bankrupt on debtor’s summons, 
141 so adjudicated on declaration of inability, 185 so ad- 
judicated on petitions for liquidation and failure of pro- 
ceedings thereunder, and 277 so adjudicated on other 
acts of bankruptcy. In 1874 first meetings of creditors 
to appoint trustees and committees of inspection were 
held in 896 cases. In 583 cases trustees and committees 
of inspection were appointed, and in 254 cases trustees 
only. In 29 cases the bankruptcies were annulled, and 
in 50 the bankruptcies were carried on by registrars as 
trustees. The liabilities as stated by bankrupts (or, 
where no statements of affairs were filed, as estimated 
by trustees) amounted to £3,788,639, and the assets, as 
estimated by trustees, to £485,445. In 1874 the divi- 
dends on 529 estates closed during the year amounted in 
27 cases to more than 10s. in the pound, and in the re- 
mainder to sums not exceeding 10s. In 5 cases only, 
20s. in the pound was paid. 

Under the heading of liquidations by arrangement 
it is shown that in 1874 8,151 petitions were filed, 
4,440 resolutions registered, and 1,548 resolutions 
ior discharge granted. The gross amount of debts 
was £11,131,915, the gross value of estates £3,461,893, 
and the gross amount of stamp duty £24,448. The 
gross value of estates is the only one of the above 
items less as compared with the figures 
for the previous year. Under the heading of com- 
position with creditors it is shown that 23549 resolu- 
tions were registered in 1874, that the gross amount of 
debts was £5,216,116, the gross value of estates 
£1.484510. and the gross amount of stamp duty 
£10,605. All these figures show an increase as com- 
pared with those for 1873. 

In 1574 there were 100 bankruptcy appeals presented 
to the Court of Appeal; and 20 were pending on 
December 31, 1873. In these cases 55 judgments were 
affirmed, 3£ reversed, and 8 varied; 13 appeals were 
withcrawn aud arranged, and 10 were pending at the 
close of the year. Tue number of appeals presented to 
the Chief Judge in Bankruptcy in 1874 was 111, and 15 
were pending at the close of 1873. In the cases of these 
appeals, 44 judgments were affirmed, 40 were reversed, 
and 5 were varied; 4 appeals were arranged, and 18 
withdrawn, and 15 were pending on December 31, 1874. 

In 1574 the number of bills taxed was 14,838, and 
their gross emount was £415,882. Of this sum £65,449 
was struck off on taxation, the net amount allowed being 
£350.455, as against £502,740 in respect of 13,634 bills 
taxed in 1573. 


Wiich is 








Mr. Robert Fuller Graham, solicitor, of Newlury, has 
been compelled by ill-health to resign the oflices of Town 
Clerk of Newbury, and clerk to the local board of health, 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1824, and has been town 
clerk for abont twenty-two years, 

The town clerkshio cf Oxford, rendered vacant by the 
resiynation of Mr. P. fester, has been conferred by the 
town conncil upen Mr. Robert S. Hawkins, solicitor, of 
King Edward-street, Ox'ord, who obtained twenty-two 
direct votes. Five gentlemen declined to vote or were 
rbsent, one seat was vacent through the resignation of Mr. 
Hawkins, who paid a penslty of £20, and eight voted 
against that gentleman, making up the forty votes of the 
councilmen. Mr, J. J. Bickerton, solicitor, was originally 
a candidate, but, having retired. Mr. George Mallam, 
rolicitor, of High-stiver, Oxford, and of Staple-inn, 
Loudon, issued circulars as a candilate, but was not 
nominated. ‘Lhe council, on Mr. Hester’s resignation, and 
in consideration of his long and valuable services, resolved 
ivelf into a committee to prevent him with a memento, 
towards which th» public of Oxford wll be asked to con- 
tribute. 





———e 
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Rebhtews. 
THE JUDICATURE ACTS CONSOLIDATED, 


Tuer Supreme Court or Jupicature Acts or 1873 ayp 
1875: BEING A CoNSOLIDATION OF BOTH ACTS, TOGETHER 
WITH THE OrpERs, RutEs or Court, AnD Forms; 10 wutcg 
ARE ADDEDAN INTRODUCTION, wiTH InpIcEs, REFERENcgs, 
Annotations, AND AppEeNnDIces. By Sir Parrtg 
Coraunoun, M.A., LL.D., Q.C., late Chief Justice of 
the Ionian Islands, &c. Clayton & Co. 


Sir P. Colquhoun has prefixed to his work an introdug. 
tion containing, first, a sketch of the rise of our legal 
system, and, next, an outline of the new provisions, As 
all this is contained in less than twenty-four pages it 
need hardly be said that the information given is some. 
what meagre. The sketch of the new system is partly a 
criticism, and partly an exposition, and in neither view 
is complete or satisfactory. It seems, moreover, to bear 
marks of haste. What, for instance, does the author 
mean by the last part of the following paragraph? (p, 
xxi.)—‘*The most marked alteration is to be found in 
the rules, which introduce a uniformity of procedurein 
all the courts indifferently, yet in this respect certain 
reservations are made in favour especially of the Courts 
of Criminal Jurisdiction, Probate and Admiralty, in which 
exceptional provisions were, from the nature of the 
business transacted, unavoidable, and which may be made 
applicable to the inferior courts.” These last words, to 
which a reference is appended to section 91 of the Act of 
1873, must surely have found their way into the wrong 
place. <A similar supposition may perhaps explain the 
following curious sentence on the same page:—“ The 
delivery of a statement of claim, which is to take the place 
of the old declaration, is to be a concise statement of the 
facts, after the manner ofa bill in equity; but this is 
not imperative, and general relief can be prayed.” 

Sir P. Colquhoun’s plan is to consolidate the two Acts, 
giving the number of the section or rule, and also the 
number of the paragraphs into which he divides the Acts 
and rules. He usually interpolates the sections of the 
Act of 1875 in their appropriate places in the Act of 
1873; but we think that section 12 of the Act of 1875 
should have followed, instead of preceded, section 19 of 
the Act of 1873, and section 25 of the Act of 1875 should 
have immediately followed section 17 of the same Act. 
The author does not give any table showing at what 
page each section is to be found; nor does he extend his 
consolidation to the additional rules of August, 1875. 
To all the rules marginal notes are appended, many of 
which, especially in the earlier part of the schedule, 
are careful; but a few are more original than 
valuable. Thus to ord. 45, r. 2 (attachment of debts), 
the marginal note is “ Garnishee, attachment of, in the 
hands of a third party”; and to the last rule of that 
order, relating to the costs of proceedings for attachment 
of debts, the marginal note is “ costsof attachment ingremio 
judicis.” Short notes to many sections and rules are given 
at the foot of the page. Some of these will afford assistance 
to the reader, but many consist of mere strings of cases, 
others of somewhat obvious suggestions, eometimes 
singularly expressed—e.g., on ord. 3, r.6 (special indorse- 
ment), it is remarked “This is facultative, sed queere, it 
not sufficiently definite’”’—and some few appear to have 
been jotted down without much consideration. It is 
unfortunate that the very first note (p. 3) appears to be@ 
mistake. Can Sir P. Colquhoun point out where the words, 
“in the absence of the Lord Chancellor,” in section 5 of 
the Act of 1873, are repealed ? 


Tux Svurrene Courr or Jupicarune Acts, 1873, 1874 


James FrrzJames 


ANd 1875, Consonipaten. By 
Stevens & 


Sreruzn, one of her Majesty's Counsel. 

Sons. 

This little volume contains only the Acts, the schedules 
being omitted on the ground that “ they have been p 
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Jished in every sort of form, and with every variety of 
llustrative matter.’ There is not much to be said about 
the book except that the arrangement of the sections is, 
as might be expected, usually sensible and convenient. 
But does section 9, sub-section 1 (office of Chief Judge 
in Bankruptcy). properly come under section 11 of the 
Act of 1873, relating to saving the rights and obligations 
of existing judges? And are sections 30 and 31 of the 
Act of 1875 to be found in the book? We have 
searched in vain for them. There is a convenient table 
prefixed showing how the Act of 1873 has been dealt 
with in the Act of 1875, and in the paragraphs into 
which the book is divided. 








General CorresyonVence. 


*,* To CORRESPONDENTS—“ ScrutaTor.”—Next week. 





THe VENDOR AND Purcuaser Act, 1874. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I have read with some interest, not unmixed with 
amusement, your comments on my amendments to the Land 
Transfer Act, 1875. You appeal to the ‘‘ good sense” of 
your readers, I would appeal to your own ‘‘ gond sense” 
whether it was desirable that the 5th and 7th sections of 
the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, should remain, 
unamended, upon the statute-book for another year. If it 
was not desirable that they should so remain, will you 
kindly point out to me any Bill of Jast session in which the 
amendments could have been more appropri:tely inserted 
than in the Land Transfer Bill ? 

You state that it was your own wish that a saving clanse 
should be inserted in any provision for the repeal of the 7th 
section of the Vendor and Purchaser Act. Butasthat measure 
came down from the House of Lords, the 7th section was re- 
pealed retrospectively without any saving clause. I was the 
only meinber of the House of Commons who proposed a saving 
clause. The Attorney-General at once saw the need of such 
aclause, and accepted my amendment, You quarrel with 
the form of it—‘‘ except as to anything duly done thereunder 
before the commencement of this Act.” It is the merest 
pedantry to contend that the word “ thereunder” can mean 
anything else than ‘‘ under the said Act.” You practically 
contend that ‘‘ thereunder” “may mean” “ thenunder,” a 
new werd for the lexicographers. My saving clause will be 
found in almost every Act of Parliament. 

Aftera friendly ¢xcursus in relation to the new Slave 
Circular you return to my amendments tothe Land Transfer 
Act, and proceed to run down my amendment with respect 
to the 5th section of the Vendor and Purchaser Act, and 
myself, as the author of it, witha keen relish for so ex- 
hilarating achase. You refer to the page of my work on 
the Land Transfer Act, at which I set out extracts from 
your own correspondence, and from that of your legal 
contemporaries, showing the doubts which had arisen as to 
whether the 5th section wrested the estate from the 
devisee of a bare trustee ; if you had read on to the bottom 
of the page, you would have seen that “the amendment 
was carefully re.drafted by Sir Henry Thring, the parlia- 
mentary counsel.” 

It is to that distingnished draftsman, therefore, 
that yon mnst address your pathetia appeal ‘not 
to try his hand at improving Acts of Parliament during the 
coming session,” 

You say that the words of the saving clause are “ abso- 
lately meaningless,” and immediately proceed to show 
that they may have a very important meaning. Their 
meaning slearly is to protect intervening transactions, 
Whatever interpretation may be placed by the judges upon 
the 5th section of the Vendor and Purchaser Act. It 
Would be easy to work this ont, but I have already tres- 
Passed too long upon your valuable space. 

As for a detinition of a “bare trustee,” if you will look 
at the order-book of the House of Commons of last session 
you will see that I sought to insert a definition which 

_ Would, I think, have been generally acceptable. 

Thave, during the last few years, preferred to carry 

Measures of my own in preference to ‘ improving” those 





of other people. But I think the sneer with which you 
conclude comes very ill from a solicitors’ jowrnal, which 
ought to have the grace to remember thai I “improved ” 
the Attorneys and Solicitors Bill of last year by inserting 
in it the 12th section—an enactment for the protection of 
your branch of the profession against the impostors who 
prey upon it, and which has been enforced, I am happy to 
say, by the law societies of various populous centres from 
Manchester to Bristol. 

Jan. 5. Wititam Toomas Cuanrvey. 

[In celebrating his merits as a legislator, Mr. Charley 
ought to have the grace to be accurate. We have always 
understood that the 12th section of the Attorneys and So. 
licitors Act, 1874, of which Mr. Charley claims the credit, 
was framed by the Legal Practitioners’ Society aud was 
accepted by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society as 
a part of the Bill drafted by their president, which was 
then in course of progress through Parliament. 

We proceed to deal with the substance of Mr. Charley’s 
letter. 

(1) As to the repeal of the 7th section of the Vendor and 
Parchaser Act, our objection was to the placing of the re- 
pealing section in an Act the operation of which was sus- 
pended for several mdnths. Is Mr. Charley really pre- 
pared, now that he sees the point of our observation, to 
contend that the Legislature had no other course than to 
foist the repealing sections into some Act or other ? Uould 
it not, and ouglit it not to have passed a short repealing 
Act to take effect at once ? 

(2; Mr. Charley explains ‘thereunder’ to mean 
“‘ under the said Act.” Will he now tell us what, in this 
connection, ‘“‘duly done under the said Act’’ means? The 
repealed 7th section altered the rights of incambrancers, 
&c.; does the saving clause, as it stands, preserve alt 
intervening rights as altered? If so, the repeal ab initio 
is simply nugatory. Mr. Charley will perceive that he has 
not even touched the difficulty oreated by his saving 
clause. 

(3) Our correspondent is too modest in his desire to dis- 
claim responsibility for the absurd saving clause in section 
48 of the Land Transfer Act. He gives us to understand that 
Sir Henry Thrivg is the real Simon Pars. But trom Mr, 
Charley’s own work (p.176) it appears that a/ler the 
section had been re-drafted, ‘* the writer [i.e., Mr. Charley] 
moved it on the report.” Andif any doubt remains as 
to who is responsible for the sectiou, we may refer Mr, 
Charley toa passage on p. 91 of the same work, which he 
has evidently overlooked, where we find the following 
words in a note to the repealed section :—‘*‘ This section is 
repealed and re-enacted in an amended form by section 48 
of the Land Transfer Act, 1875. THE WRITER IS R®SPUNSI- 
BLE for this effort to clear up the prevailing uncertainty as to 
the meaning of this cnactment.” By which of his two state- 
ments will Mr. Charley now abide ? 

(4) As to the saving clause, which Mr. Charley 
says is ‘to protect intervening transactions, what- 
ever construction may be put by the judge upon the 
5th section,’ we would ask him the simple question, 
what would have been the effect of the repealing section 
if his saving clause had been omitted? Exactly the same 
as if it were inserted. The repeal did not take effect until 
January 1, aud therefore all interveniug transactions up to 
that date, are, of course, to be regulated by the repealed 
section, What can it be but nousense to insert such a 
saving clause wiere the repeal is in no sense retrospective ? 
Mr. Charley should “work out’ this question before he 
again ventures to discuss the subject.—kp. S. J.] 





IntsH AGENCIES. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 
Sir,—Inclosed we send you a letter to our senior, and 
think it would do no harm if you inserted it for the benefit 
of the writer in the Sonicirors’ JounnaL. We need bardly 
say we shall not send any business to him. 
; Wa. Nertson & Son. 
104, Middle Abbey-street, Dublin, Dee. 23. 


[The following is the circular inclosed by our correspond- 
ents:— 
London, W.C., January, 1876. 
Dear Sir,—Having for many years acted as agent for solici- 
tors practising in Ireland, and being desirous of stil further 
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extending my relaticns with the profession, I beg to inform 
these who have at present no recognized London correspondent, 
that I em prepared to undertake for the profession, on the 
ustal agency terms, ary business they may have from time to 
time in connection with the Supreme Court of Judicature or 
otherwise. 

i have no desire inany way to seek for business belonging in 
the remotest degree to any one else, but simply wish it to be 
known to those who have no agent here that I am prepared 
to undertake their business. 

In conclusion I beg to observe that I can if necessary furnish 
the most satisfactury references as to my experience, stability, 
&c.—Yours truly, —_—_ 








Souctettes. 
LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at 
the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery- 
Jane, on Thursday, the 6th inst., the following being 
present—viz., Mr. Desborough (chairman), and Messrs. 
Stewart, Carpenter, Collison, Hedger, Kelly, Nisbet, 
Vallance. and Boodle (secretary). Three grants, amount- 
ing to £80, were made to the daughter of a non-member 
and to two widows of non-members. One new member 
was elected, and other general business was transacted. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

The next meeting of this society will be held at Clement’s- 
inn Hall on Wednesday evening next, the 12th inst.; and 
the tweifth annual inaugural meeting will be held on Mon- 
day evening, the 17th inst. 








Aupotirturents, Ete. 


Mr. Freprrick Biasson Carritt, solicitor (of the firm 
of Carritt & Son), of 45, Fenchurch-street, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner to take Affidavits and Declarations 
in the High Court of Judicature of Bengal, and to take Ac- 
knowledgments of Married Women in Respect of Property 
in India. 


Mr. Artucr CHALLINOR, folicitor, of Hanley, has been 
elected Town Clerk of that Borough and Clerk to the 
Urban Sanitary Authority and Burial Board, in the place 
of his brother, the Jate Mr. Charles Edward Challinor. He 
was admitted a solicitor in Hilary Term, 1875. 


{r. Eomunp Hau Cueest, solicitor, of Kington, has been 
appointed Clerk tothe County Magistrates at Weobley, and 
to the Weobley Board of Guardians, Waywardens, Sanitary 
Authority, &., in the place of the late Mr. Robert Rickards. 
Mr. Cheese was admitted a solicitor in 1869, and is also 
deputy-coroner for a division of H2refordshire, clerk to the 
Kington Highway Board, and secretary to the Kington 
and Eardisley and Worcester and Aberystwith Junction 
Railway Companies. 

Mr. Hucn Cowrr, barrister, of Gray’s-inn and the Middle 
Temple, has been nominated by the Bishop of Durham 
Chancellor of the Diocese of Durbam, in the place of the 
Right Hon, Thomas Emerson [leadlam, M.A., Q.C., de- 
ceased. Mr. Cowie was formerly a scholar of Trinity 
College, Cambridge, where he graduated in 1851. He has 
been twice examiner for the University law tripos. He 
was called to the bar at Gray’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1862, 
and is amember of the Home Circuit. He acted in 1867 as 
an assistant-commissioner under the Boundary Act, and 
was appointed in 1873 Kecorder of the boroughs of Maldon 
and Safror- Walden. 


Mr. Henry Witiiam Cripps, Q.C., has been elected 
Deputy-Chairman of the Buckinghamshire Quarter Sessions, 
in succession to the Right Hon. Lord Cottesloe, elected 
chairman of the court. Mr. Cripps is the eldest son of the 
Rev. Henry Cripps, Vicar of Stonehouse, Gloucestershire, 
and was born in 1815. He was educated at Winchester, and 
was formerly a Fellow of New College, Oxford. He was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1840, and 
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practises on the Oxford Circuit and at the parliament 
bar. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1866, and heig 
Recorder of Lichfield and a bencher of the Inner Temple 
Mr. Cripps is known as the author of a treatise on the laws 
affecting the clergy. 

Mr. Cuartes Der, solicitor, of Horncastle, has heen 
ele cted Clerk to the Horncastle Local Board, in the place of 
Mr. Richard Clitherow, resigned. Mr. Dee was admitted g 
solicitor in 1859. 

Mr. Cuartrs Joun Fottert, B.C.L., solicitor, of Exeter 
has been appointed by Lord Clinton to be Steward of the 
Manor of Heanton, and his lordship’s other North Deyon 
manors, in the place of the late Mr. Henry Trefusis Smith, 
of Devonport, Mr. Follett was formerly a Fellow of St, 
John’s College, Oxford, where he graduated second clagg 
in classics in 1860, and was admitted a solicitor in 1864, 
He is an alderman of Exeter, and was mayor of that city 
from 1872 till 1874. 

Mr. PEren Epwarp Hanset1, solicitor, of Norwich, hag 
been appointed Clerk to the Visiting Justices of the 
Thorpe Lunatic Asylam, in the place of the late Mr, 
Francis John Blake. Mr. Hansell was admitted a solicj. 
tor in 1855, and is also clerk to the governors of King 
Edward’s Grammar Schoo! at Norwich, and Under-Sherif 
of Norfolk for the year 1875-6. 

Mr. Roserr SamveL Hawkins, solicitor, has been ap. 
pointed Town Clerk and Clerk of the Peace for the City of 
Oxford, end Registrar of the Borough Court of Record, in 
the place of Mr. George Varsons Hester, resigned. Mr, 
Hawkins was admitted a solicitor in 1856, and was till 
recently a member of the Oxford Town Council. 


The Hon. Wittram Hotnioway, one of the judges of the 
High Court at Madras, has been created a Companion of the 
Order of the Star cf India. 


Mr. Epwarp Hotmes, solicitor, of Braintree aud Bocking, 
has been elected Clerk to the Hedingham Highway Board, 
Mr. Holmes was admitted a solicitor in 1859, and is also 
clerk to the Commissioneis of Taxes for the district of 
Hincktord, and to the Braintree, Bockiug, and Panfield 
Sch ol Boards, , 

Mr. Horatio Ltoyp, judge of county courts, has been 
elected Deputy-Chairman of the Cheshire Quarter Sessions, 
in the place of the late Sir Harry Mainwaring, Bart. Mr, 
Lloyd was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter 
Term, 1852, He formerly practised on the South Wales 
and Chester Circuit, and was a revising barrister. Mr. 
Lloyd is Recorder of Chester, and was appointed judge of 
county courts for Cireuit No, 29 in 1874. He is the author 
of the continuation of Chitty’s Statutes. 

Mr. Epwarp PARKER, Solicitor (of the firm of Parker & 
Parker), of ‘Thame, has been appointed Registrar of the 
Thame County Court (Circuit No, 86), in the place of the 
late Mr, Frank Birch. Mr. Parker was admitted a solici- 
tor in 1871, and is clerk to the Long Crendon, Bledlow, 
Haddenham, and Stokenchurch School Boards. 

Mr. Atrrep Taytor, solicitor, of 19, Old Burlington- 
street, was, on the 29th of October, 1875, appointed a Com- 
missioner to administer Oaths in the Court of Exchequer. 


Mr. Ernest Joun TrEVELYAN, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed Secretary to the Board of Examiners for the Admis- 
sion of Pleaders in the Mofussil Districts in India. Mr. 
Trevelyan was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Hilary Term, 1873. 








At the Carnarvonshire Quarter Sessions held at Bangor 
on Thursday it was stated that a writ had been served upon 
the visiting justices by Mr. Dixon, late governor of the 
county gaol, claiming £2,800 for illegal dismissal from his 
office. ‘Lhe clerk of the peace was instructed to accept set- 
vice, 

In charging the grand jury at the Christmas Quarter 
Sessions at Sheffield, held on Thursday, Lord Wharncliffe 
called attention to the fact that at the correspondin 
sessions last year there were forty-three prisoners for trial, 
whilst at these sessions there were only nineteen, the de- 
crease being twenty-four. 
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Obittuarp. 


MR. CHARLES RICE. 


Mr. Charles Rice, solicitor, of Boston, died suddenly on 
the 13th ult., in his sixty-firstyear. Mr. Rice was born 
jn 1815, and was educated at the Boston Grammar School. 
Having been duly articled to Messrs. Moore & Forbes, of 
Sleaford, he was admitted a solicitor in 1836. He prac- 
tised in his native town till the date of his death, first in 

rtnership with the late Mr. Thomas Hopkins, and more 
recently with Mr. William Wigbton. He had a large prac- 
tice, and had been for many years Clerk to the Commis- 
gioners of Land and Assessed Taxes at Boston. Mr. Rice was 
a man of great charity and benevolence, and the poorer 
classes of Boston have lost a kind and generous friend. 
He had for some time managed the Lincolnshire branch of 
the National Life-Boat Institution, and had collected some 
large subscriptions in that cause. On Saturday, December 
ll, he was attacked with spasm of the heart which soon 
subsided, but on tha following Monday a similar attack 
occurred, and proved almost immediately fatal. Mr, Rice 
leaves a large family. 


MR. JOHN ENGLAND. 


Mr. John England, solicitor (many years the head of the 
firm of England, Saxelbyes, & Sharp), died at Hall oa the 
Sth ult, in his eighty-firss year. Mr. England was born 
in 1795, was admitted a solicitor in 1816, and shortly 
afterwards began to practise at Hull, originally in partner- 
ship with Mr. John Lawrence Shackles. He was clerk to the 
assesors for lighting the town of Hull and the liberty of 
Trippett. He had for several years an office at Beverley, 
being clerk to the commissions of the Beverley and Bariuston 
drainage, and steward of the manors of North Frodingham 
and Hornsea. More recently he was in partnership with 
Mr. John Saxelbye and Mr. Henry Sharp ; and Mr. George 
Christopher Roberts, the present Town Clerk of Hull, was for 
ashort time a member of the same firm. Mr. England was 


a perpetual commissioner for Hull and the East Riding of 


Yorkshire, and a commissioner for taking affidavits both 
in chancery and at common law. He had for several years 
relinquished business. 








CROSSED CHEQUES. 


Tue following is the letter to the Economist to which 
reference is made in another column :— 

Sir, —The opinion of Mr, Hubbard, supported by yours, 
on’ such a subject as the “crossed cheque,” is entitled to 
unqualified respect. Yet T venture to think that what he 
has said thereon, and on the judgment in Smith v. The 
Union Bank, is wrong, though you have given it your appro- 
bation. J contend that the judgment is right, and that the 
consequences of it are entirely over-rated. 

The judgement distinctly laid it down (notwithstanding 
the somewhat flippant letter in your number of December 
18, signed * G.’”’) that the drawers of the cheque could have 
refused to allow their account to be debited with the 
amount of it, on the ground that the bink had paid it 
contrary to the order of the drawers, taking the statutes 
into account. Bankers, therefore, for their own sakes in 
each particular case, as well as for the public good generally, 
will no more, in future, pay cheques doubly crossed, or pay 
to others than the name crossed, than they did before the 
judgment. 

But though the matter is by no means of the importance 
supposed, yet, partly for the sake of the administrators of 
the law, partly to remove the mistakes that every one seems 
to make on tho subject (the last instance is in the Times 
of December 25), and partly to show what alteration in the 
law (if any) is necessary, I will proceed to show that the 
judgment of the Court of Appeal was right. 

_ Tsay the Court of Appeal (Mr, Hubbard has confused its 
jud ment with that of the Court of Queen’s Bench, which I 
think also was right, but my business is with that of the 
Court of Appeal). Mr. Hubbard's complaint is one that 
surprises me, from him, It sounds very like finding fault 
With the judgment because he does not like the result, for- 


getting that the courts do not make, but expound and ap- 





ply, the law. He says that proof that full value is given 
must be uncertain, and seems to doubt if any one can be a 
bond fide transferee of a crossed cheque. No doubt such 
proof is uncertain ; but surely there are many facts uncer- 
tain which, nevertheless, mus: be ascertained to be one way 
or the other? Thongh in Mr. Hubbard’s mercantile trans- 
actions cheques crossed never go beyond the tirst payee and 
his banker, yet such cheques do so constantly in ordinary 
life. Railway dividend warrants are always crossed; but it 
is not every railway stockholder that keeps a banker. Any- 
how, Mr. Hubbard’s complaint that the court held C. to be 
a bona fide bolder isa mistake. If Smith meant to say he 
was not, he should have raised that question before the jury. 
In the Court of Appeal Smith’s counsel admitted that C. 
must be taken to be a Jona fide holder. If Smith still 
doubts it, he may even now sue C. 

It is to be taken as a fact, then, in considering if the judg- 
men was right, that C was the Jona jide holder ot the 
cheque. Now the statutes say that the crossing of a 
banker’s name shall be taken to bea part of the cheque, 
and it shall not be paid except to the banker whose name is 
crossed. When Smith indorsed the cheque in blank, there- 
fore, it was as though the cheque had been drawn thus :— 
‘** Pay the bearer on presentation by the London and 
County Bank.” If therefore, C. hxd had an account with 
the London «nd County Bank, and had paid the cheque 
in to them, or any friend of his had, and had done so, there 
can be no doubt that on the London and County Bank pre- 
senting it, the Union Bank must have paid it, and C. would 
have got the money; or the Union Bank must have dis- 
honoured it, and then C. would have sued the drawers, and 
have got the money from them. But C., and the Union 
Bank, and the drawers have thought fit to dispense with pre- 
sentation by the London and County Bank. C. pre- 
sented it through the London and Westminster Bank ; the 
Union Bank, instead of refusing to pay it, ss they might 
have done, paid it, and the drawers allowed their account 
to be debited with the amount, which they need not have 
done. What cause of complaint has Smithin this? None. 
Mr. Hubbard says that the drawer, if asked fora new 
cheque, and the London and County Bank, if asked to 
present the old one, would probably have impounded it as 
a stolen cheque. But had they done so they would clearly 
have been liable to C. for the amount. Mr. Hubbard 
forgets C. was a bond fide holder. Supposing that by no 
means C. could have got a new cheque, or the old one 
presented through the London and County Bank—a very 
improbable supposition—what would have happened? C. 
woul'l have held the cheque, and the money would have 
remained where certainly it ought not to be, viz., in the hands 
of the Union Bank, to the credit of the drawers ; if the 
Union Bank refused payment, or if that bank paid as it did, 
and the drawers refused to let their sceount be debited with 
the amount, then C. would have got that amount, the drawers 
would have it, the Union Bank would lose it, but Smith 
would not get it. It may be said that the drawers would 
compassionate Smith and give him the amount, and so either 
C., the incautious though dondé jide holder, or the Union 
Bank, the wrongful payee, would lose the money. Perhaps ; 
but the drawers would have done so at the peril of C. some 
day finding some one with an account at the London and 
County Bank who pitied him (C.) more than he pitied 
Smith—a thing quite possible. For if C. trasted one who 
trusted a rogue, Smith trusted a rogue also, or some one 
who let himself be robbed. But the law does not deal with 
sach speculations. C. paid Mr. Hubbard or the lawful 
holder of the cheque. No one else was entitled to the 
amount. He could not compel payment of it except 
throught the London and County Bank ; but if he managed 
to get it otherwise, though the drawers might object, 
Smith could not. 

I submit, then, that the judgment was quite right. [6 
may be that the law should be altered. As thus: “Any 
person taking a cheque, crossed with a banker's name, or 
& Co., or transverse lines, shall have no better title to it 
than the person had of whom he took it.” 

That might be a good alteration in the law. It might 
be good to say so of cheques not crossed, and of bills of 
exchange, and bank-notes and sovereigns ; but I think the 
line should be drawn before we get to them. The ques- 
tion is, where? I think Mr. Hubbard is wrong in suppos- 
ing there is no good in the negotiahlity of a crossed 
cheque —witness the dividend warrants I have spoken of. 
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Iam certain be is wrong in supposing this consideration | the master bad given the order unless the money was paid 


influenced the judgment. That proceeded on the direct con- 
struction of the statutes. B. 








Sudqes’ Chanbers.* 


(Before LinpLey, J.) 
Jan. 4.—Denison v. Franklyn and Others. 

Signing judgment on apecially-indorsed writ—Ord. 14, r.1; 

ord. 3, r. 6. 

This was an apreal from tbe decision of Master Johnson, 
refusing leave to sign judgment on a specially-indorsed writ. 

The writ was issued on the 12th of May, renewed on the 
3rd of November, and an order for substituted service made 
on the 7th of December, 1875. 

The plaintiff's affidavit showed that there was no defence 
to the action. The special indorsement on the writ was, 
“ The following are the particulars of plaintiff's claim : 
Balance of banking acconnt due from the defendants to the 
plaintitfas bankers, £50.” 

It was contended for the defendants that the case decided 
by Quain, J. (aute, p. 105, last on col. 1), governed the pre- 
sent, and that this was not a specially-indorsed writ under 
ord. 3, r.6. 

For the plaintiff it was contended that this case was dis- 
tinguishable from the case referred to, as the writ was re- 
newed,an order for substituted service made, and an ap- 
pearance entered subsequently to the Judicature Act, 
and the case decided by Huddleston, B, reported ante, p. 162, 
second in col. 2, was cited. 

Linptey, J., discharged the order of Master Johnson, 
and ordered the indorsement on the writ to be amended by 
stating Cates, plaintiffto be at liberty to sign final judg- 
ment for debt, and costs to be taxed. 

Solicitor for plaintiff, W. 7. Lammin. 

Sclicitor for defendants, Tatham. 


Tuesday, Jan, 4.—Discoveny—OrpD. 31.—Anapplication 
for discovery was made bv the defendant in an action of 
ejectment. On behalf of the p!aintiff it was objected that in- 
spection had already been offered of the only two deeds that 
were relevant. The old rule was that the defendant in 
ejectment could not sce the plaintiff’s title deeds. The de- 
fendant was mortgegor, and the plaintiff mortgagee. 

Lixpiey, J—The defendant is not entitled to see docu- 
ments that are not relevant to his case; unless he can show 
me what he wants, I shall not make the order. Ido not 
understand what he can want to sce except the mortgage 
deeds. 

No order, without prejudice to a future application. 


Scmuoxs to rerer—Common Law Procepure Act, 
1854, s. 3—Jcpicarore Act, 1873, s. 57.—This was an 
appeal from an order of Master Gordon referring the mat- 
ter in dispute to a surveyor to be agreed upon by the parties 
or, on fa'‘lure of the parties to agree, to be named by the 
master, upon a summons to refer to a master. The appel- 
Jant contended that the master had no jurisdiction to make 
such an order on a summons to refer toa master; that the 
simmons was governed by section 3 of the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1854. because it was to refer the whole ques- 
tion in dispute between the parties; that section 57 of the 
Act of 1873 only applies to particular questions with relation 
to documents or other specified matters arising incidentally 
in a cause; and that the reference to the surveyor would 
involve greater «xpense than to the master, and the sum in 
dispute was only £20. 

Lixpiey, J.—The master had jurisdiction to make this 
order. With regard to the exercise of his discretion, he was 
shown @ statement of account, and was of opinion that the 
questions arising upon it could be better decided by a sur- 
veyor than ly a master; ond I cannot interfere with that 
opinion. 

No order. 


Stestse Jepomest—Payuent isto Count—Orp. 14, ue. 
1, 6.—On a summons to sign judgment, ander ord, 14, r. 1, 


~ © Reported by A. H. Birrieston, Eaq., Barrister-at-Law. 





| into conrt. That decision was now appealed from by the 


defendant. The action was for goods sold and delivered 
and the defence was that the defendant never bought the 
goods, and that they never were delivered to him. Ap 
affidavit was read for the defendant which had not been 
before the master. 

Linptey, J.—This comes before me as a substantially 
fresh application. On reading this new affidavit I think 
that the money should not be ordered to be paid into court, 

Order for payment into court to be discharged. Costs tobe 
costs in the cause. 








Haw StuBents’ Sournal. 
COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 


Hinary Epvcationat Term, 1876, 
SCHEME OF LECTURES. 
Subjects, and Professors. 

Jarisprudence, Including International Law, Public and 
Private, Roman Civil Law, and Constitutional Law and 
Legal History: Professor, and taking Private Classes, Sir 
Edward Shepherd Creasy. 

Equity: Professor, Arthur Shelly Eddis, Esq., Q.C. 

The Law of Real and Personal Property : Professor, Joshua 
Williams, Esq., Q.C. 

The Common Law: !Professor, James FitzJames Stephen, 
Esq., Q.C. 

PROSPECTUS OF THE LECTURES OF THE 
PROFESSORS. 

The Professor of Jurisprudence and Roman Civil Law will 
during the ensuing educational term deliver a course of 
fifteen public lectures on— 


JURISPRUDENCE, 

First lecture on this subject will be delivered on Tuesday» 
January, 25 1876. 

The subsequent lectures on this subject will be delivered 
on Tuesdays and Thursdays at the same hour. 

Besides the public lectures, the professor will be ready to 
instruct private classes in the subjects of his lectures. \ The 
private classes will meet about six times during each educa- 
tional term. 

The time of the meetings of the private class on jurispru- 
dence will be at twelve o'clock on Thursday, the 27th of Janu- 
ary, and on the five following Thursdays at the same hour, 

Due notice will be given as to the subjects of the lectures, 
and as to the days and hours of the meetings of the private 
classes for Trinity Educational Term. 

Equity. 

The Professor of Equity will deliver, during the year 
1876, a course of public lectures upon the origin, nature, 
and principles of equity, and its application, firstly, to the 
several subjects which are assigned to the Chancery Divi- 
sion of the High Court; and, secondly, to the sabjects in 
which, previous to the Ist of November, 1875, it operated 
as auxiliary to, or corrective of, common law. 

There will be fourteen lectures during the ensuing edu- 
cational term, to commence on Friday, the 14th of January, 
1876, at 4.15 p.m., and to continue at the same hour on 
Wednesdays and Fridays during the term. 


Law or REAL AND PersonaL Property, 


The Professor of the Law of Real and Personal Property 
will deliver, during the ensuing educational term, twelve 
public lectures on the following subject :—On Seisin of the 
Freehold as affecting 1, Tenure; 2. Descent; 3. Convey- 
ance; 4. Settlement, 

First lecture on this subject will be delivered on Thura- 
day, the 13th of January, 1876, at 4.15 p.m, 

The subsequent lectures on this subject will be delivered 
on Tuesdays and Thursdays at the same hour. 

Due notice will be given as to the subjects of the lectures 
for Trinity Educational Term. 


Common Law. 


The Professor on the Common Law will deliver, during 
the ensuing educational term, twelve public lectures on the 
law of evidence. 
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First lecture on this subject will be delivered on Tues- 
the 11th of January, 1876, at 4.15 p.m., at or before 
' ‘sh time notice will be given of the days and hours when 
the subsequent lectures will be delivered. 

Due notice will be given as to the subjects of the lectures 
daring Trinity Educational Term. . 

N.B.—Lhe council propose at the end of the year to give 

‘e340 those students who have attended the lectures, and 
Ee passed the best examination on the subjects thereof ; 
the Inns of Court have placed £500 per annum at the dis- 

of the council for that purpose. 

Any further information required by students may be ob- 
tained on application to the clerk of the council, Lincoln’s- 
inn Hall. By Order of the Council, 

(Signed) §S. H. Warrore, Chairman. 

Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn, Dec. 21., 1875. 


— 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Finan ExAMINATION, JANUARY 11 AND 12, 1876. 
INSTRUCTIONS TO THE CANDIDATES FOR EXAMINATION. 


On the first day, the candidates will be required to answer 
ions classed under the several heads of— 
1. Preliminary. 
9, Principles of Law and Procedure, in two papers, viz.:— 
‘A) In matters as administered under the usual juris- 
diction of the Chancery Division of the High Court of 
Justice. 

(B) In matters as administered under the usual juris- 
diction of the Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and 
Exchequer Divisions of the High Court of Justice. 

The answers to the Preliminary Questions, and to those con- 
jained in paper A, are to be brought up at one o'clock. The 
candidates may then retire for an hour. 

At two o’clock paper B will be delivered to the candidates. 

The answers to the questions contained in this paper are to 
bebrought up at five o’clock. 

Qn the second day, papers will be delivered to each candi- 
date, containing* questions in— 

.§. Principles and application of the Law of Real Property 
and Conveyancing. 

4, Bankruptcy and Practice of the Courts. 

§. Criminal Law and Proceedings before Justices of the 


6, The Law and Practice of the Probate and Divorce 


The answers to the questions contained in paper No. 3 
(Principles and Application of the Law of Real Property and 
(onveyancing) are to be brought up at one o’clock. The 
candidates may then retire for an hour. 

At two o’clock, papers Nos. 4, 5, and 6 will be delivered to 
the candidates. 
wees to these papers are to be brought up at five 
(dock. 

Each candidate ‘is required to answer all the Preliminary 


Questions, and also to answer in three of the other branches ‘ 


ofthe examination, viz., papers No, 2, 4 and B, and paper 
No.8 (Real Property and Conveyancing). The examiners 
propose questions in Bankruptcy and Practice of the 
tts, in Criminal Law and Proceedings before the 
Magistrates, and on the Law and Practice of the Probate 
tad Divorce Court, in order that candidates who have given 
thir attention to these subjects may have the advantage of 
imswering such questions, and the correctness of their answers 
inthese departments taken into consideration in summing up 
the merit of their General Examination. 
The examination will commence on each day at ten a.m. 


Finan EXAMINATION, 

List of Gentlemen who passed their Final Examination, 
November, 1875 :—- 
Alderson, William Frankland Beddoe, Henry Robert 

pgham, Theodore Fred, Bedford, Henry William 
Athworth, Richard Bellasis, Herbert Inglefield 
Atkinson, Asheton Henry Bennett, Alfred Manchington 
dustin, Henry Selwood Benning, Charles Crichton 





» Augustus Mark Stuart 
William James Bigge, William Egelric, B.A. 
» Richard Binney, Alfred Septimus 


Blake, Edward Parker 
Blake, George Searle 
Bonney, Frederick Frederick 


ee pn Tallent 
red Oampbell 
Bal, Charles Edwar 1 








Booth, Charles Henry 

Borlase, Walker Henry 

Bradley, Gilbert 

Brancker, Benjamin 

Brockbank, Thomas Henry 

Bromilow, George 

Brooke, John Henry 

Brown, Christopher James 

Brown, Thomas 

Brown, William Henry 

Brown, William Linford 

Browne, Charles John 

Buckle, John William 

Burn, Matthew James 

Burrell, Joseph Arthur, B.A. 

Burrows, Charles Woodroffe 

Buss, Thomas 

Butler, Thomas 

Capps, Frederick Augustus 

Carr, John Charles 

Childs, John Frederick 

Chorlton, Edward 

Clare, Harcourt Edward 

Clark, Alfred Sydney 

Clark, Edward 

Clayton, Richard 

Coldicott, Henry Starkey 

Coleman, Edmund Henry 

Collis, John Talbot Cooke, 
B.A 


Common, Alfred Kipling 

Consans, Frank Beetham 

Cosway, John Hancock 

Cowan, Benjamin Conolly 

Cowland, Jobn Andrew 

Cox, Charles Every 

Cray, Thomas 

Croker, Arthur, B.A. 

Crook, Benjamin, the younger 

Crump, William John 

Currey, Francis Alfred 

David, Alexander Jones 

Davies, Alfred John 

Davies, Percy 

Des Forges, Charles Edward 

Dew, Samuel Richard 

Dickinson, James Sherwin 

Dickinson, Matthew Jackson 
Allason 

Dunn, James Edward 

Edmonds, Thomas 

Eldridge, Walker Francis 

Elliott, Henry, the younger 

Ellis, George Henry 

Eltoft, John 
Francis 

Emanuel, Edward Janverin, 
LL.B. 

Farrer, Benjamin Percy 

Ffooks, Jocelyn Albert 

Fletcher, John William 

Formby, Henry Lavington 
Payne 

Fox, Joseph 

Francis, Charles Wyatt 

Franklin, Daniel 

Gartside, Roger Arthur 

Gayton, Charles 

Gibney, Gerald Ernest Johan 

Gillman, Arthur Riley 

Goodhart, Frederick Emanuel 

Gracie, John Cyrus Aspden 

Grammer, George Thomas 

Gramshaw, Charles Robert 

Gray, James, the younger 

Green, Alfred 

Green, Frederick J. 

Grierson, Samuel Mansell 

Griffith, Griffith 

Griffith, Joseph 

Griffith, Robert John 

Gruggen, Francis Henry 

Hacker, Sidney 

Hall, Charles, the younger» 


Augustus 


Hall, William Myers 

Hallett, Bertie 

Hanson, William Hertert 
Henry 

Hardcastle, Henry Thomas 

Harlock, Walter 

Harris, John Foster 

Harrison, Alfred 

Harrison, Francis Law 

Harrison, James Fraser 

Harrison, Matthew 

Harwood, Edward Henry 
Sacheverel Durel 

Haworth, Bancroft 

Hervey, John James, B.A. 

Hetley, James Edward 

Higgins, Henry Lonquet 

Hills, Arthur John 

Hockio, Henry William 

Holme, George Arthur, B.A. 

Hopwood, John Swaine 

Horner, Joseph Arthur 

Horton, George Gardner 

Howlett, Francis Robert 

Hudson, Alfred Henry, B.A. 

Hughes, Herbert 

Hurd, William 

Jackson, George 

Jackson, Willan 

Jameson, George Mark, B.A. 

Jenkins, Turberville Llew- 
ellyn 

Johnson, Ogilvie 

Jones, Daniel 

Jones, Llewellyn 

Jones, Samuel Lloyd 

Jones, William Osborne Rich 

Joslen, Arthur, the younger 

Kidder, Edward Edwin Bare 
ratt 

King, Richard Henry 

King, William Walter 

Kinns, Edward 

Lacey, Claude William 

La Motte, William de Gallye 

Laxton, Warren George 

Little, Barilett, the younger 

Lloyd, Robert James Powell 

Lockhart, Henry Fleming 

Long, James 

Macdonald, Horace Eustace 

Mallory, Wilfred Leigh 

Manley, Frederick Augustus 

Masefield, John Richard 
Beech, B.A. 

Miller, William Alexander 

Morgan, Walker Herbert 

Morris, James Frederick 

Moss, Frederick B'undell 

Mullings, Walter 

Need, James Arthur 

Nichelson, David Morton 

Nicholson, William Walter 

Norman, John, the younger 

Norton, Robert Bruce 

Oakley, Herbert Frederick 

Oakley, Thomas Robert 

Oliver, Arthur Herbert 

Parnell, Edward Hamilton 

Paterson, Alexander Edgar 

Pearce, George Price 

Peanock, John 

Peters, James Lovell 

Potter, Edmund 

Priestley, Joshua 

Raby, Henry Charles 

Radoliffe, Edward Brandreth 

Radclitfe, Peter Deline 

Ratcliff, John William 

Rawson, Herbert Evelyn 

Rees, Arthur Augustus, the 
younger 

Richardson, Etward George 
Usher 
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Roberts, James Woolley 

Ri bins, Strode Upton 
Robinson, Henry, the younger 
Ross, Alexander 

Rowe, George William 
Rumney, Howard 

Sale, William Thomas 
Skapland, Albert Edward 
Sharpe, John Sutton 
Shirley, Arthur James 
Singleton, Arthur 
Skinner, Becher 

Slack, Arthur William 
Slack, William 

Slader, Caarles Arthur 
Slater, John Herbert 
Slatter, John 

Stafford, Ralph 

Staniland, Henry 

Stallon, Vincent Henry 
Stapleton, Arthur 
Stephen, Reginald Arthur 
Sugden, Hatton Greenwood 
Summers, Robert Sutcliffe 
Sykes, James Dixon 
Tadman, Edwin Thomas 
Taylor, William Henry 
Thomas, Charles Shea 
Thomas, Edward John 
Thompson, Charles Allen 
Thompson, James Thomas 
Threlfall, Charles 
Tinsley, William Henry 


Toombs, John Kewell Shep- 
herd 

Toovey, Henry Edmund 

Toynbee, Percy Robert Tur- 
ner 

Trapnel, Henry Caleb 

Trower, Walter 

Tweedale, Charles Thomas 

Verrall, William Frederick 

Upjohn, William Henry 

Urry, George Hamilton 

Wakelin, William 

Waller, Arthur 

Waller, John 

Watson, Charles Hugh 

Webb, Frederick William 

Wheeler, Thomas William 
Tyler 

White, William Thomas 

Whiteway, Robert Cheshyre 

Whitmarsh, William Gilbert 

Whitting, Edward Morgan 

Whitsed, William Augustus 

Wisbey, Henry Chaplin 

Wood, Edwin 

Wood, Frederick Poole 

Woods, James Chapman 

Woodward, Parker 

Woolley, Frank Howard 

Wright, George 

Wright, Samuel John 

Young, William Simpson 








Lord Bateman v Thompson—Lord Coleridge and Grove ang 
Archibald, JJ—Dec 2 

Hathaway v Shaw—Lord Coleridge and Brett, Grove, and 
Lindley, JJ—Dec 6 


From the Exchequer Division, 


The Low Moor Co v The Stanley Coal Co limd.—Bramyel], 
Pollock, and Amphlett, BB—July 9 

Smith v Fletcher—Cleasby, Pollock and Amphlett, BB—Noy 95 

Swinton v Bailey—L C Band Cleasby and Amphlett, BBL 
Nov 27 

Gambles v The Ocean Marine Insurance Co of Bombay—L¢B 
and Cleasby and Amphlett, BB—Dee 4 

Hickox v Adams—L C B and Cleasby and Amphlett, BB—Deo 9 

Eley v The Postive Government Security Life Assurance Co 
limd.—L C B and Cleasby and Amphlett, BB—Dee 14 

Rumwmens v Hare—L C B and Cleasby and Pollock, BBS 
Dec 15 

Ancona v Rogers—L C B and Bramwell and Cleasby, BB~ 
Dec. 16 

Brown v Evaus—L C B and Cleasby and Pollock, BB—Dee, 17 

Woodley v Metropolitan District Railway Company—L C B 
and Cleasby and Amphlett, BB—Dec. 17 

Dawson v Fitzgerald—L C B aod Bramwell and Pigott, BB 
—Dee. 21 

Edmunds v The Prudential Assurance Company—L C B~ 
Dec. 21 

Fogerty v Smith—L C B and Bramwell and Cleasby, BB— 
Dec. 23 

Borrowman v Drayton—L C B and Cleasby and Amphlett, BB 
—Dec. 23 


Erom the Admiralty Division. 

Owners of The Sisters vy Owners of The Alfreda—Sir R. J, 
Phillimore (transferred from the Privy Council) 

Owners of The Rescue, Vigilant, and Suffolk v Owners of the 
Jason—Sir R. J. Phillimore (transferred from the Privy 
Counci!) : 

The Dunkeld, No. 7,000, Owners, Appts—Sir R. J. Phillimore, 
Dec. 8 

The M. Moxham, No. 7151, Owners, Appts—Sir R. J. Philli- 


i 
E 
{ 
i 
i 
H 
we 
a 
H 
a 
; 
i 
iM 


Court Payers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
COURT OF APPEAL—AND HIGH COURT OF JUS- 
TICE, CHANCERY DIVISION. 

Cause List for Hilary Sittings —January, 1875. 
Before the Count OF APPEAL. 

From the Chancery Division. 

‘a . Appeals. 1864. 
rown v Simpson ‘ , 

Simpson v Brown pB—2l June, restored by order 

Appeals. 1875. 

The Great Western Railway Company v Smith app of plts 
H.—Dec 2 

Inre The Canadian Oil Works Corporation limd (Eastwick’s 
case) app of official liquidator M.—Dec 6 

Curling v Curling app of Jesse Curling R.—Decl 

In re The Welsh Freehold Coaland IronColimd appof Wm. 
Snooke B.—Dee 13 

Houseman vy Houseman app of Eliz C Houseman M.— 
Dec 15 

In re The Hereford and South Wales Wagon and Engineering 
Co limd app of official liquidator H.—Dec 20 

Langmead v Cockerton app of Samuel Harvey andors R.— 
Dec 20 

Bell v Joell app of deft F S Whitworth in person H.— 
Dec 21 

Cogan v Duffield app of deft B Cogan B—Dec 22 

Richards v Goddard app of plt H.—Dec 24 


From Orders made on Interlocutory Motions. 


Bagnall v Carlton app of R S Baguall 
Carter v Hubback app of deft 


From the Queen’s Bench Division. 
Atkins y Martin—L C J and Mellor and Quain, JJ—Nov 10 
Wright v London and North-Western Ry Co—LC J and 
Mellor, Lush, and Quain, JJ—Nov 22 
Manuelle vy Polkinghorne—L CJ and Blackburn, Mellor, and 
and Quain, JJ—Dec11 
ge v Coupland—Blackbarn, Quain, and Archibald, JJ— 
dec 15 
Pym v Harrison—Blackburn and Lush, JJ—Dec 23 


From Common Pleas Division. 
Justice vy Mersey Steeland Iron Co limd.—Lord Coleridge and 
Grove and Archibald, JJ—Nov 20 
Nugent v Smith—Brett, J—Nov 20 
London Joint Stock Bank y Mayor &c of London—Lord Cole- 
ridge—Nov 24 
Bartlett v Green—Ld Coleridge and Brett and Grove, JJ—Nov 30 





more, Dec 21 


From the Probate and Divorce Divisions. 
None. 


Bankruptcy Appeals. 


Ex parte Marsden In re Dims- 
dale pt hd 
Ex pte Bedell In re Bedell 
Milne Milne 
Pascal Myer 
Crump Hendrey 
Lacey Lacey 
Dear White 
Mercantile Bank of 
River Plate In re Uglesias 
Ex pte Ford Caughey 
Muirhead Muirhead 
Baggs Brown 
Burrell Robinson 
Montague O’Brien 


Preston Texter 
Robinson Johnsen 
Javal Javal 
Simonds Cook 
Mitchell Cave 
King King 
Sheen Winstanly 
Ditton Woods 
Banner Tappenbeck 
Price Lankester 
Hutchinson Furniss 
Dear V hite 
Smith, Wood & Co In 
re Collie 


Ex pte Johnson In re Johnson 


Divis1onaL Court, 
For Appeals from Inferior Courts. 


Hollingsworth v Lees ap of 
deft Mary Smith, from 
Ashton-under-Lyne County 
Court 


Sidney v McNally ap of plt, 
from Morpeth County Court 


Before the MAsTER or THE ROLLS, 
Causes. 


Somersetshire Coal Navigation 
Co v_ Bristol and North 
Somerset Ry Co , restored 
by order 

Atherton v Merriman f c 
(heard 20 June, 1874) re- 
stored by order 

Smith v Fenton 
whole bill 

Dangerfield v Budd m d wits 
before exmnur (V C M) 

Carrington v France mm d wits 
before exrar 

Kemp v Collizs m d wits be- 
fore exmr 

Wagstaffe v Price md(V C M) 

Fletcher,y Wood md(VC M) 

Morrison v Wood c with wits 

Powell v Jackson cwith wits 

Wilson v Smith md with wits 
pt hd (Jan 19) 

The London & South African 
Bank v Morgan m d (not 


demr to 


before Jan 14) 
Turner v Turner c with wits 
Wigram v Ferguson m d with 
wits by order (Jan 12) 
Burton v Siurgeon md 
Plimpton v Malcolmson trial 
betore the court without 4 
jury with wits (Jan 17) 
Plimpton v Malcolmson c (Jan 
17 


) 
Thomson v Maclagan ce (not 
before Jan 16) b 
Greer v Young m d (wils 
before exmr) 

Penny v Glasscock md with 
wits, by order 

Bragg v Wilson md 

Dethwleg v Beckerleg fc and 
sums to vary 

Stewart v Stewart md 

Baird v Moule’s Patent Earth 
Closet Coe, evidence vi 
voce, without a jury 
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’s Banking Co limid v 


ood fe 
Broder v Saillard c with wits 


(Jan 26) : 
North British and Mercantile 
Insurance Co v_ Liverpool , 
London, and Globe Insur- 


ance ¢ 
Hammerton v Honey c (Jan 


24 

all vy Rowden md 

Woodhouse v Hawkswell md 

Hawkswell v Woodhouse md 
(transferred from V C H) 

Fereday v Baker md 

Smith v Peters c trial 

Moore v The Rhymney Iron 
Colimid c¢ 

Bradford v Argles cwith wts 
(Jan 18) c 

Benjumea v Artimé md 

Farrar v Peile md 

Court v Buckland md 

Schofield v Reilly md 

Brown v Turner ‘c 

Jobv Job c trial 

Stilwell v Ashley c 

King v Foxwell md 

Williams v Monico trial pt 
hd (Jan 13) 

Price v Stephen trial (Jan 
21 

iets Burt c trial 

Meyrick v Thomson trial 

Thomson v Meyrick ac trial 

Guy v Wade c trial 

Alfaro v dela Torre md 

Beavis v Fordham trial 

The Nene Valley Drainage 
Commissioners 2nd District 
vDunkley ec wtns 

Lockwood v The Mutual 
Society m d witns before 
exmr 

Summers v Morphew c for 
trial 


Padbury v Adams cc for trial 

Underhill v Roden spe 

Blackburn v Taylor md 

The Cardigan Iron, Steel, & 
Wire Co, limd v Angus md 

Waring v Lacy ¢ for trial 

Chambers v Bridgman ec for 
trial 

Lomax v Lomax for trial 

Stepnens v Stevens action for 


trial 
Willoughby v Hicks c for 
trial pthd (Jan. 14) 
Giles v Laird ¢ trial 
Pratt v Pratt, 1875.—P.—34 ¢ 
Pratt v Pratt, 1875.—P.—79, 
ct 
Eardley v Earl Granville md 
Republie of Bolivia v National 
Bolivian Navigation Co ques- 
tion of law under ord 34, r 2 
Everett v Halton fe 
Churton v Walker fc 
Teece v Welsh md 
Attorney-Geu v Lacon ec trial 
Attorney-Gen v Ryder ct 
Hervey-Bathurstv Stanley ct 
Madenv Taylor md 
Appleton v Chapel Town Paper 
Co e-trial (Jan 25) 
Cuthbertson v Crook act motn 
judgt (short) 
Union Bank of London v 
Pilcher c trial 
Woodhall v Woodhall 
(short) 
Billinge v Turner fe 
Colley v Neill act trial 
Whipp v Helliwell trial 
The London and Liverpool 
Hotel Co limd v Wright c 
Attwood v Wroughton c trial 
Shorey v Sampson trial 
Clements v Morgans md 
Baker v Whitehead c trial 
Shawe v Shawe act trial 


m d 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir RrcHarp MALINs. 
Causes. 


Wilson v Corner dm of W 
Burridge & anr pt hd 
Wilson v Corner dm of W. 
Corner pt hd 
Edmunds v Disraeli dem (Jan 
9 


12) 
Smith v Whitwell dem 
Republic of Costa Rica v 

Erlanger _exons for insffey 
Crisp v Crisp dm to whole bill 
Crossly v Tomey exons for 

insuffey 
Pilley v Baylis 

scandal 


exons for 


Craigv Phillips old exons for 
insffcy 

Ramsden v Lister ¢ with wits 
(re-transferred from VC 
Bacon by order) ~ 

Jolliffe v Hayward ec with 
wits (re-transferred from 
V C Bacon by order) 

Williams v Hiscox m d, wits 
before examr 

Smith v Pilgrim ce with wits 

Godbold v Ellis c¢ with wits 
(to come on with Godbold v 
Ellis, 1875—G—4 by order) 


Set down since commencement of Hilary Term, 1875 (exclusive 
of transfers) 


Turner v Tepper md 

Hall vy Tepper md 

Scruton v Holt ¢ (re-transfrd 
from M R by order) 

Holt v Scruton md 

The New Sombrero Phos- 
rg Co (limd) v Erlanger 
m 


Spark v Lawrence c with wits 
Morgan v Elford c with wits 
Farrar vy Green =m d 
Morris v Debenham md 
Bright v Tyndall spc 
Charlton v Miller ec with wits 
Blaylock vy Morton c with wits 
Edmonds vy Corben md 
Bull vy The West London Dis- 
trict School Board oc with 
wits 
Slipper v Gough md 
Smith v Webster o 
dy v Pearson md 
The Ashton Vale Iron Co v 
Abbot md 
Hutchinson v Turner md 
Collis v Collis md 


Quilter v Berridge md 

Strousberg v Frankish 
down by deft Frankish 

Salamon v Sopwith md,cross 
exam of deft Sopwith by 
order 

Vallance v Vallanco md 

Serjeant v Dear md 

Ward v Pattison md and 
Ward v Pattison fc 1871— 
W—236, by order 

Elder v Browning md 

Smethurst v Smethurst md 

Butler v Butler cause, with 
witns 

Stone v Bennett m d 

Gammon v Gammon 

Davis v Adams md 

Davis v Howard md 

James v The Queen petn of 
right 

Rae v Vivers oc with wits 

Gibson v Head o with wits 

Hewitt v Brewster m d 

Tho Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sioners for England v The 


©, set 


md 





North-Eastern Ry Co cause 
with wits 

Ernest v Evans md wits be- 
fore exmr 

Dawkins v Dawkins c with 
wits 

Broad v Chapman md 

Arthur v Smith md 

Glover v Chancellor 
confesso 

Percival v Percival fe 

Blackburne-Maze v Gregory 


c, pro 


spc 

Aspland v Middleton fe 

Peck v Peck fe 

Sidebottom v Brooks f c and 
sums to vary 

Penny v Jefferies md 

Taylor v Coenen fe 

Pryer v Gribble md 

Charter v Charter md 

Birch v Williams md 

Alty v Moss md pthd (S$ O) 

Roe v. Davies md 

Powell v Leeman md 

Huntley v Ommanney 

Farinal vy Pol md 

Shiffner v Adanis md 

Turnbull v Ord md 

Parkinson v Parkinson md 

Wight v Garrard ec 

Altman v Anker ¢ trial 

Sangster v Henderson c trial 

Gibbs v. David c trial 

Bradburn v Morris md 


md 


Kenney v Potter c 

Davies v Chatwood c 

Lawrence v Fletcher fc 

Wellman v Northover c tria 

King v Varley c trial 

Greenwood v Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Ry Co ¢ trial 

Gardiner v Young ¢ trial 

Cooper v Cooper c trial 

Lascelles v Butt c trial 

Smith v Smith c trial 

Hatton v May fc 

Taylor v Lambert md 

Skinner v Skinner fe 

Ellis v Musgrove fc (not be- 
fore Feb. 7) 

Pratt v King c trial 

Bowman v Day m judt 

Wilmot v Forest c¢ trial 

Delves v Delves fe 

Radford v Cunningham c 
trial 

Darby v Darby fe 

Fallows v The Knightor, Tre- 
verbyn, &c., Iron Ore Co 
limd c¢ 

Patterson v Wooler c trial 

In re Wilson, deceased, 
Butcher v Simmons 
and sums to vary 

Young v Young fe 

Turnbull v Pinniger fc 

Duckitt v Jones action for 
trial 


and 
fe 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon. 
Causes 


Set down previous to transfer. 


Hooper v Hooper fe 

Henderson v Grange c with 
witns 

The International Financial 
Society, limid v The City of 
Moscow Gas Co, limid md 
(transferred from MR) witns 
before exmr 

The City of Moscow Gas Co 
linid v The International 
Financial Society, limid c 
(transferred from MR) evi- 
dence in ist suit to be used in 
this cause 


Thompsonv Metcalfe m d, wits 
before exmr 

King v Corke ec with wits 
(V C M) pt hd (S.0.) 

Clark v Bullows m d 

Wylam v Clark md _ wits 
before exmr 

Patterson v The Gas Light & 
Coke Co m d with wits 

Cox v Bennett fe 

Maddox v Crick fe 

Jackson vCrick fe 

Pearman v Pettit md 


REMAINING CAUSES 
Transferred from the Master or THE Rotts and the Vice - 


Chancellor Sir R. Mains, by order dated November 


18798. 


Davenport v Walker md 
Evans v Clarke c (Jan 18) 
Short v Ridge md 
Laker v Hordern md 
Sweeting v Sweeting 
(SO) 
Swete v Blake c 
Hammerton v White c 
Haigh v Haigh .m da 
Spurgin v Jones ec with witns 
Dickinson v Dodds md 


m d 


10, 


Bellaby v Grant md 

Palmer v Hall md 

Stanway v Tunnicliffe 

Bottle v Knocker m d witns 
before exmnur 

Bettinson v Nelson md 

Meredith v Taylor md 

Quarm v Norris md 

Poyar v Southwood m d witns 
before examiner 

Sheffield v Gray md 

Eyre v Hughes md 


Causes 
Set down since Transfer. 


Pensam v Stephens md 

Edwards v Noble c trial 

Fisher v Russell fe 

Earl of Aylesford v Sevenoaks, 
Maidstone & Tonbridge Ry 
Co ¢ trial 

John v Laverton fe 

Swain v Swain fc & sums to 


vary 
Guest v Milnes fe 
Doggett v Cumow md 
Parker v Trigg fc 2 sums to 
vary 
Avis v Avis fo 
Beck v Crowder fo 
Yetts v Yetts fo 
Martineau v Mayor, &e. of 


Norwich md 

Belben v Keniston ¢ 

Vale v Oppert c¢ 

De Roubaix v De Roubaix c 
trial (not before 2 Feb) 

Theed v Debenham ¢ trial 

In re Lucas’s Estates. ¢ 

Sutton w Edmond j . 

Wilkins v Bedford c trial 

Wylam v Collins c trial (Jan 
18 

Ationey-Glen v Hutton act 
trial 

Green v Green m d 

Walker v Robinson act on m for 
judgt 


Burrell v Burrell m a 
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Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Cuarntes HALL. 
Causes. 


Treacher v Horton exons for 
insuffcy 

Republic of PeruvRuzo md 

Beswick v Baddley m d, wits 
befor exmnr 

Baylis v Abens 
before examnr 

Hartmont v Heynemann c 
with witns (S.0.) 

Morgan v Rodewald c, with 
wits 

Austin v Austin m d, wits 
before exmr 

Saunders v Wilkin m d, wits 
in court, by order 

Barnes v Woodhead c, with 
wits wa hd (Jan 25) 

Pocock Attorney-General 
sp c pt hd (S.0.. 

Goddard v Hadfield md, wits 
in court, by order 

Hodgson v Mayhew m dwith 
wits (Jan 12 to fix a day) 

Thorley vy Glossop c wth wits 

Ranken v Alfaro m d (S.O.) 

Meluish v Milton ¢ with wits 
Jan 18 

The General Insurance Co., 
Helvetia, vy Kuhner e 

Boyd v Henderson c (S.O. to 
fix a day) 

Hobbs v Reid fc (S.O.) 

Gibbons vy Gibbons spc 

Wharton v Gardner c (S.O.) 

Barnes v Mills md with wits 
before exmr 

Penniman v Hill m da 

Hill v Penniman md 

Basset v Cornwall Minerals 
Ry Co ec with wits 

Conington v Gilliat act trial 

Grills v Dillen c with wits 


m d, wits 


Addison v Hoare c trial 
Dornbasch v Dornbusch fe 
Rogers v Ingham c 
Denyer v Cordeux c trial pt hd 
Luddy v Keily md 
Heaton v Holliday 
(not before Feb 1) 
The New Westminster Brewery 
Co v Hannah c trial 
Payne v Power ¢ trial 
Earl of Eldon v Eden c trial 
Heritage v Paine m 
Mawlam v Busby c trial 
Watson v Miller c trial 
Day v Gudgen md 
Allen v Allen fe 
Lovell v Kemp fe 
Wollaston v Berkeley fe 
Wrigley v Clarke c pro confesso 
Mason v Eastty action for trial 
Ohlsen v Terrero c¢ 
Sweeting v Prideaux c trial 
Miller v Nourse action on 
motion for judgt. 
Nelson v De Morgan md 
Britten v South Eastern Ry 
Co 
Polak v Nazarkiewich c trial 
Swinyard v Clarke c trial 
Fearnley v Spain c 
Eddison v Eddison fe 
Hockliffe v Sansom fc 
»rownv Fowler md 
Warren v Hall c 
Beale v Leslie ac trial by a 
judge and jury 
Littledale v Bickersteth fc 
Church v Wright fc 
Hall v Byron c¢ 
Jones v Davies ac trial 
Morganv Birch ctrial_. 
Grimwood v Bartels fc (short) 


c trial 


N.B.—The above list contains causes set down to Wednesday, 


January 5, inclusive. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, COMMON LAW 
DIVISION. 


Hitary Srrtines, 1876. 


[Commence on Tuesday, the 11th of January, and Ter- 
minate on Wednesday, the 12th of April.] 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION, 

NEW TRIAL PAPER. 


For JuDGMENT. 
Taylor v Bowers 
Hudson ¥ Tabor 
For ARGUMENT. 
Moved Hilary Term, 1875. 
— Sassoon v Harris 
Cc 


Mr Kenjamin | 


Moved Easter Term, 1875. 

London, ie eal v Wilson 

Blackburn, J 

(Part heard) 

Surrey, Brandt vy N E RCo 
LCJ Mr Hawkins 
Surrey, Gerber v Finlay 
LCJ 


Field, J Mr Hersche | 

Liverpoo], Cann v Hunter 

Field, J Mr Herschell 

Liverpool, Bower v Peate 

Field, J Mr Herschell 
Tried in Easter Term, 1875. 

Middx, | ae v Kavpaon 

Qaain, J Mr & G Williams 
Moved Trinity Term, 1875. 

Middx, ? ies v Ashton 

Quain, Mr McIntyre 

Middx, ee Vv —- 

Quain, J Mr Philbrick 

Moved Michaelmas Sittings, 1875. 

Middx, Tonks v Peninsula and 

Oriental $8 N Co 


Quain, J 

Middx, Hird v Fisher 
dain, J 

Middx, Rawley v Rawley 

Field, J rH Philbrick 


Mr. Batt 
Mr Wills 


Sir H James | 
| Quain, J 


Mr Cohen | 
oeage Simpson v L& NW RCo | 
LC Mr Gates | 
ie Morritt v N Eastern RCo | 





MidGx, Jones v Great W Ry Co 

Field, J Mr J J Powell 

Cardigan, The Eccl Comrs for 
England v Griffiths 

LcJ Mr B Williams 

Glam tai Deshon v Englebardt 

LCJ Mr McIntyre 


| Hant+, Footy Aldridge 


Blackburn, J Mr Kingdon 
Wilts, siozen v Hoibrow 


Mr Lopes 
Dorset, Regina v Collins 
Blackburn, J Mr Kingdon 
Norfolk, Roberts v Page 
Melior, J Mr A K Loyd 
B dford, Mnddiman v Skerrington 
Bramwell, B Mr Metcalf 
Sorrey, Duyn v Coles 
Breit, J Mr Murphy 
Monmou h, Parnell v Gt W tty Co 
Pollock, B Mr J J Powell 
Gloucester, Watson v Pearson 
Grove, J Mr J J Powell 
Gionevster, Morris v Rollt 
Pollock, B Mr Matthews 
Liverpool, Reid v Bowes 
Archibald, J Mr Benjamin 
Durham, Stobbs v The Weardale 

Iren and Coal Company 
Hnddleston, & Mr Herschel! 
York, Lewis v The Britannia Iron 
Works Co 

Lindley, J Mr Mellor 
Tried during — Sittings, 


Middx, Hand v on Gen Om Co 
Blackwurn, J Mr, Waddy 
Middx, Blackenay v Avrahans 
Blackburn, J Mr Murphy 





Middx, Scarth & ux v Gen Steam 
Nav Co 

Field, J Mr Waddy 

Middx, Poussard v Spiers 

Field, J Mr Serjeant Parry 

Middx, Roden v London Small 

Arms Co 

Denman, J Sir H James 

Middx, Lovell yLon C & D Ry Co 

Poliock, B Mr W Williams 

Middx, Same v Accident Assnce Co 

Pollock, B Mr Philbrick 

Middx, Roland v Dering 

Lord Coleridge Mr A Collins 

Middx, Linisey v Cundy 

Biackburn, J Hon A Thesiger 

oe ge Ford v Tippett 

Field, Mr 

ade, Scarth v Ganl S Navn Co 
a, J Mr Waddy 

Mids, Peak v Everett 

Denman, J Mr MeIntyre 

“iddx, Cumeboe Slate Co v Stewart 

Field, J Mr Biron 

Middx, Poussard v Spiers 

Field, J Mr Gye 


Waddy | 


Lonéon, Mills v Samuda 
| Blackburn, J 
London, Saddlers v Cotes 
Field, 
Manchester, Harroughty vWheater 
Mellor, J 
London, Stribley v Impl Mv ing 
Insurance Co 
Grove, J 
London, O'Hagan v Wright 
LCJ 


London, Oppenheim v Fraser 


| Blackburn, J 


London, Gerber v Bowers 
Field, J 
London, Gritfiths 
Marnar (uimd) 
Field, J 
London, The Concordia Cr ni-erg 
Fabrik auf Action v Squire 
Grove, J 
London, Speur v Elers 
Brett, J 
Londun, Thuis v Byers 
Grove, J 
Manchester, Bra lbury v G 
Melor, J 


v Laurie & 


WRC 


SPECIAL PAPER. 


For JupGMENT. 
Colebrsok v Girdlers’ Co 
Metcalf v  LBiitannia Iron 

Works Co 9 
Hampden v Walsh ” 
Botton v Cockermouth K & P 

R. Co 
Bettini v Gye 

For ARGUMENT. 
Jones v Jones 
Kingston v Wendt 
Mitchell v Boyle 
Stephenson v Ogle 
Warriner vL & N WR Co 
Barooin v S ER Co 
Polbrook v Lawes 
Trueman v Ridley 
Cautor v Siebe 
Sannot v Morgan 
Batt v Price 
Rowe v Powell 
Palmer v Owen 
Owen v Palmer 
Whiteley v Taylor ’ 
Im Commrs of Birkenhead v 

Sansom 
Morris v Bradbarn * 


” 
Dem 


8c) 


| Mersey D & H Board v Hiden a 


| Morris v Catherton Colly Co 


| Cohen v Davidson 
| Harrison v Sykes ” 


) West Ham Local Board v Mad- 
dams 
| Same v Pritchards 

Green v D ckinson 
| Redgate v Ward 

Medewe v Shuker 

Oried v Rimmer 

Mayor of Harwich v Bitteley  ,,¢ 
Chabot v Morgan 
Hart v Judson App 
Saunders v Whittle * 
Long v Croome ei 
Bowles v Met RC) sc 


App 
Rustomgee v Reghia 
Roden v The Small Ar ns Co Dem 


Slit 


| Featherstone v Savill 
| Adams v Boodle 
| Phillips v Barnett 


Deflinne v Chapman 

Coy of Proprs Nav of Med- 
way v Brook ” 

Dew 

Same v Sa ne 

Holland v Highway Board of” 
Northcote App 


ENLARGED RULES, 
For ARGUMENT. 


Hodgson v Pugin 
Mr Willis 
Moore v Hinton 
Mr. Graham 
Pendred v Harris 
Mr Graham Mr Hensman 
Slate and Slab Quarry Co. Ex pte 
Southam 
Mr Hughes 
Forster v Lishman 
Queen v Ripon 
Mr Bingham 


Mr Francis 
Mr Merewether 


Mr Mclntyre 
Mr Edge 


Mr Foulkes 


Queen v Rapples 
Queea v Lee 
Mr Wills Mr Miwe 
Queen v Jus W R Yorkshire 
Mr Whitaker Mr Maule 
Queen v W & Yorkshire 
Mr Whitaker Mr Maule 
Queen v Same 
Mr. Whitaker Mr Mule 
Qaieenv Jus of Lancashire 

Mr Edwards 


Mr Pope 





CROWN PAPER, 
For Araument, 
Lancashire, L & YW W R Cov New- , Surrey, Redgate v Haynes 


ton-in-Mackaster Im Commrs 
London, Micklereid v West 
Sorrey, Brigden v Hughes 
Met Pol Dis, Gas Light & Coke Co- 
v Mead 
Shrewsbury, Lort v Hutton 
Lincoln, Regina v Mawer 
Derby, Ciemson v Hubbard 
Kent, Dulton v Hauke 


Met Vol Dis, Howes v Inland Rev | 


Kent, Regina v Arnold 


| Somerset, Stevens v Emsva 
| Suffolk, Wilkinson v 
Gloucs ostar, Ruther v Harris 


Gottin 


York (W R) Regina v Keighley 
Union 

| York, Barnes v Ealestone 

Leeds, Morant v Taylor 


, toitou, blake v Beech 


| Worcester, Mayor of Worcestar ¥ 
the Droitwicu Union 


COMMON PLEAS DIVISION, 
NEW TRIAL PAPER 


For JopG@Mxnt. 
Tliggins v Keed 
Meyer v Ralli 
L & N W RCov Blanche 
Portal vy Emmens 
Washer v & liiott 
Rhodes v The Airedale Drainage 
Commrs 
For AnoumeEnrT. 

Moved Hilary ‘Term, 1875, 
Middx, Griffiths v Tavior 
Bret, J Mr D Seymour 
Middx, Thatcher v — 

Brett, J Mr D Seymour 
Middx, Spooner v Gibbs 

Brett, J Mr Matthews 
Londow, Turner vG W RCo 

Lord Coleridge Me Field 





Landen, Goslin v Agticaltural Hal 


Lord “Coleridge Me Day 
London, Southwell v Bowditch 

Lord Coleridge Mr Cohen 
London, Republic of Peru v 


Weguelin 
Quain, J Mr W Williams 
Mr Lopes 


— Same v Sune 
Quain, J 

Moved Easter Term, 1875. 
Middx, Thompson v Motr» D RO 
Lord Coleridge Mr Melutyre 
Middx, Byice v Central Press Oo 
Lord Coleridge Me Murphy 
Middx, Lawis v Gray 
Brett, J 8 Jlicitor-General 
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— SS 
Gloucester, Rhos Llantwit Coal Co 


= ’ Mr H Matthews 


paroed Pievins vy Downing Asphaite Co 
sai, Mr H Matthews | Derman, J Mr Philbrick 
GiemoreAn, Goldbere, v Brenton London, Farnilos v Bain 
Mellor, Mr BT Williams | Denman, J Mr Benjamin 
Glamorgen, Trumsaran Coal, Iron | London, Same v Same 
& 6 Co v Evans Denman, J Mr Hopwocd 
Mel'or, J Mr G B Hughes London, . Newton v Sherry 
(On affidavits) Denman, J Mr L Smith 
— Bailie v Jamieson London, Spier v Slade 
Mr Littler | Denman, J Mr F Turner 


Polloc 
vari ‘Dale v Hunter 
om mh Mr Herschell 


“eld, 
sag a Trinity Term, 1875. Denman, J Mr Mathew 
Middx, Liplock v Cotter London, Lovell v Howell 
Archibald, J Mr Biron | Lindley, J _ Mr Harris 
sang Eastwood v Ward Surrey, Kanitz v Scarborough 
Bret hog F Turner | Brett, J Mr L Smith 
Midd, eee v Jam Surrey, Casey v Stephens 
Huddleston, B “Me Metcalfe | Brett, J Mr Day 
Middx, Hatch v Hester Surrey, Winn v Nositti 
Hudd'eston, & Mr Francis | Brett, J Mr Murphy 
Moved Michaelmas Sittings, 1875. Surrey, Cooper v aes 
Denman Mr Cohen 


Middx, Woodham v Brown 

Grove, J Mr ill 

Middx, Hesmondhalgh vL & N W 
Rvo 


Deaman, J Mr L Temple 
Middx, Harvey v Cane 

Denman, J Mr Prentice 
Mid¢x, Hay wood v Eades 

Lindley Mr. Glyn 
Middx. Gianiel v Bosdet 

Jundley, J Mr J Brown 
Middx, Keary v Fenwick 

Lindley, J Mr Benjamin 
Midcx, Sime v Same 

Lindley, J Mr Herschell 
Midox, Same v Same 

Lindley, J Mr Wilberforce 
Middx, Poo! v Brocks 

Lindley, J Mr Anstie 
Middx, Farber v Finlayson 

Lndey, J Mr Cohen 
Midds, Dolby v Driver 

Lind ey, J Mr Bullen 


Londen, Oopenheim v Tattersall 
LdCoendge Mr S-1j Ballantine 
London, Arnold v The Cheque Back 
1d Ouleridgs Sir H James 


SPECIAL 





For ARGUMENT. 


Meyer v Ralili sc 
Ui Bank of Low Canada v 

Cole 
Aten v Royden sc 
Wright v Davis Dem 


Grant v Banque Franco-Egyp- 


tenne ’ 
Williamson v Sproat sc Mostyn v West Mostyn C & 4. 
Shean v Wi kins 99 Co Dem 
Pay ne v Clarkson Dem | Newcombe v Feawins App 
Parker y Leeds Estate Co »» ' McCorquodale v Bell Dem 
EXCHEQUER DIVISION. 


NEW TRIAL PAPER. 


For JupGMENT. 
Kineston, Pickard v Marriage 
Mr Joyce Mr Willis 
For ARGUMENT. 
Moved Michaelmas Term, 1872. 
Guildford, Phillips v Hornstedt 
Mr Hawkins, Q UC Mr Garth 


Moved Easter ‘i'erm, 1874. 
Newcastle, Rowell v Scott 
Denman, J Mr C Russell 


co) 

Moved Michalines Term, 1874. 
Glamorgan, Goulton v Morgan 
Quain, J MrB T Williams 

(This and the following case to 
be argued when the case in the 
Queen’s Bench disposed of) 

Glamorgan, Same v Same 

Quain, J Mr J W Bowen 
Moved Easter Term, 1875. 

Manstr, Riding v Smith ° 
Pollock, B Mr BR G Williams 
ee Taylor v Price 
Pollock, rO Russell 
Livern ny Gadd v Houghton 

Loo Mr Herschell 
Kingston, Woodley v G W K Co 
Denman, J Mr T. Salter 

(Part heard) 

Gloucester, Mon R & CO Co v 

Bevan 


Quain, J Mr H Matthews 


Moved after the 4th dey of Easter 


i Term. 
Middx, Bobbitt v Pinkett 
Mr Willis 


awell, B 


London, Arnold v The City Bank 
Ld Coleridge 
London, Fisher v Val de Travers 


London, Williams v North China 


Sir H James 


Insurance Co 


ones "O'Kell v wan 
LCB Mr Crump 
Pembroke, Jones v Roberts 
Ld Coleridge Mr Bowen 
Bristol, Summons v Marks 
Quain, J Mr Lopes 
Bristol, Marks v Summons 
Quain, J Mr Cole 
Manchester, Simpson v Chadwick 
Huddleston, B_ Solicitor-General 
Liverpool, Hopper v Bownes 
Huddkston, 8 Mr Benjamin 
Liverpool, Carter v Clarke 
Huddleston, B Mr Herschell 
Liverpool, Saunders v Stevwar: 
Huddleston, B Mr Herschell 
Liverpool, Blacklock v Dobie 
Commissioner Herschell Mr Gully 
Durham, Weidner v Hogzet* 
Huddleston, B Mr Herschell 
Lonion, Payne v Clarkson 
Ld Ooleridge Mr Cohen 
London, Tribe v Taylor 
Ld Coleridge 
Middx, Brooks v Perry 
Brett, J 


PAPER. 


Mr Wi lis 


Same v Sama . 
Farmiloe v Bain 9” 

Sec War Dept v Baker 8c 
Masker v Brown em 
Roberts v Lloyd o 

Morris v Levisvn sc 
Keith v Burrows 


Middx, Hansford v Haines 
Bramwell, B Mr Grantham 
Middx, Bankart v Darley“ 
Cleasby, B Mr Murphy 
Moved Trinity Term, 1875. 
Middx, Kirk v Gregory 
Bramwell, B 
Middx, Morgan v Barber 
Huddleston, B Mr RG Williams 
Middx, Haden v Irby 
Huddleston, B Mr Day 
Middx, Lyne v Grice 
Huddleston, B Mr Day 
Middx, Stackhouse v Scott 
Huddleston, B Mr Joyce 
Middx, Paragon Machine Co v 
Fairweather 


Mr Cave 


Huddleston, B Mr Rose 
Middx, Keen v Harrison 
Huddleston, B Mr Darling 


London, Yarrow v Still 
Huddleston, B Mr F Turner 
Moved Michaelmas Sittings, 1875. 
wan Moorwood v Stcel 
LCB Solicitor-General 
se Quincey v Sharpe 
LOB Mr Philbrick 
Middx, Morgan’s Patent Cov Mor- 
gan 
L 0 B 
Middx, Le Riche v Harrison 
LOB 
Middx, Woodward v Burdett 
Huddleston, B = =Mr M Chambers 
Middx, Allen v New Gas Co 
Huddleston, B Mr Day 





Huddleston, B Mr Herschell 
Middx, Frond v Bloomfield | 
Huddleston, B Mr Willis 


London, Pooley v G E R Co 
LCB Mr Serjeant Parry 
London, Barton v Pearson 

L Mr Philbrick 
London, Durant v Robinson 
Bramwell, B Mr J Brown 
London, Cleghorn v Tasmanian 


Main Line R Co | 
Bramwell, B Mr Lopes | 
London, Cummins v Knight 
Bramwell, B Mr Herschel | 
London, Cassine v Stubbs 
Pigott, B Mr Holl 


London, Prestopine v ~— 
Cleasby, B Mr HT Cole | 
Hertford, Browning v Terry 
Brett, J Mr Philbrick 
Chelmsford, Greenbirt v Smee 
Breit, J Mr Murphy 
a ae Murphy v Phillips 
Mr Kemp 


pins Smith v Reid 

Brett, J Mr F Turner 
Croydon, Luhuguch v Ansell 
Denman, J Mr Cohen 
Cambridge, Dickerson v Gent 
Mellor, J Mr Mereweather 
Bury St Edmunds, Curling v Balls 
Mellor, J Mr Mereweather 
Worcester, Lenard v Hayward 
Pollock, B Mr Motteram 
Gio’ster, Hewetson v Rees 


Grove, MrAS Hill 
Gloucester, King v Parker 
Pollock, B Mr J J Powell 


Caester, Lewis v Carr 


Grimshaw v Asquith Dem 
Wilson 'v Bowes sc 
Jones v Gladstone Dem 
Boult v Regina sc 
The LB & SCRCo v The 
SERCo ” 
Norwood v L & NW RCo ” 
Vance v Lowther App 
Stone v Marine In Co of Got- 
tenburg sc 


Atkins v Martin 
Wright v The L & N W RCo 
Mauuelle v Polkingham 


— v The Mersey Steel & Irn 


Mugeut v Smith 
London Joint Stock Bank vy Mayr 
of London 


Low Moor Co y Stanley Coal Co 
Smith v Fletcher 

Swinton v Bailey 

Gambles v The Ocean M I Co 
Hickox v Adams 

Eley v The Postve Govnt ScrityCo 
Rummens v Hare 


| Lord Coleridge 
| Blackburn, J 


| Wells, Bellew v Cooke 
Quain, J 


| Field, J 


COURT OF 
FROM QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 





Mr McIn' 
Exeter, Lewis v Rossiter tre 
Mr Ryder 


Mr H T Cole 


Quain, Mr Lopes 
Bristol, Matthews v Criper 
Blackburn, J Mr Prideaux 
Bristol, Taylor v Saunders 
Blackburn, J r Lopes 
Nottingham, White v M R Co 
Lindley, J Mr Wills 
Leeds, Pickersgill y Ward 
Mr Buszard 
Moved after the 4th day of 
Michaelmas Sittings. 
Middx, Lanwer v Heatley 


Wells, Same v Same 


Bramwell, B Mr C Rassell 
Middx, Copeland v Same 
Bramwell, B Mr C Russell 


Middx, McIsaac v Moore 
Bramwell, B Mr Murphy 
Middx, Marks v Curries 

Bramwell, B Mr Clark 
Middx, Locock v Lewis 

bramwell, B 

Middx, James v Harris 


| Bramwell, B 


London, Villiers v Debenham 
Huddieston, 

London, Sheffield v Buckler 
LOB 


London, PurtonvM S&L RCo 
Cieasby, B Mr J Mellor 
London, Gray v G E R Co 

Hu idleston, B 

Loados, Suell ing v Farthing 


| LOB Mr Hawkiy . 


SPECIAL PAPER. 
For AgGuMENT, 


Morrisison v Yrkshre & aa 
shre Coal & Irn Co Dem 


(To stand over.) 
Halcomb Sack Cov Young SC 
Andrew v Wood ” 
Rickards v Capon Dem 
Rogers v Crawford = 


Wooler and Wife vy Knott ” 


APPEAL. 


Howell v Conplaud 
Pym v Harrison 


FROM COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 


Bartlett v Green 
Lord Bateman v Thompson 
| Hathaway v Shaw 


FROM EXCHEQUER DIVISION. 


Ancona v Rogers 

Brown v Evans 

Woodley v Met D RCo 

Dawson v Fitzgerald 

Edmonds v The Prdnt! Assnce Co 
Fogerty v Smith 

Borrowman v Drayton 











Jan. 


3 per Cont, Consols,-° 
3itto for Account, Feb, 2, 94 
D per Cent. Reduced, 94} 
New 3 per Cent., 94} 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan, "94 
Do. 2¢ perCont., Jan. '94 
Oo. 5 per Cent,, Jan. "73 
Annuities, Jan,’80— 


Ditto for Account, — 

Ditto 4 per Ceas., ow. "88, 105} 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — 
Ditto Evfaced Ppr.,¢ par Cant.gl 
Qad.Bof.Pr., 5 C.,Jan,'72 





Middx, Brown v Flotcher 





BLIC COMPANIES. 


7, 1876. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 
| Annuities, April, ’85, 0} 


Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug, 1908 
Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct. 7 pm 
Ditto, £500, Do, + pm 


Ditto, £100 & £200, 7 pm, 


| Bank of Bugland Stock. 5 per 
| Ct, (last half-year), 259 
Ditte or Account, 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SKCURITIES, 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, 80, 167 xd) Ditto,5 per Cas., May,'79 95 


Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cents 
April, 64 
Do.Do,5 per Cent, ,Aug. '73 
Do. Bonds, 4 per Cunt. £1000 
\ Ditto, ditte, under £1°00 
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Money MARKET AND CITY INTELLIGENCE. 

The Bank rate has been raised 1 this week, being now 

5 per cent., the proportion of reserve to liabilities having 
fallen to 283 from 33} percent. last week. Theforeign market 
has been depressed, the principal fall having taken place in 
Egyptian and Turkish securities, which show an average 
deeline of 5 per cent. for the week. The home railway 
market has been quiet, and very little fluctuation has 
occurred. The following joint stock banks have announced 
their dividends :—London and Westminster, 7; Union, 74; 
Alliance, 3}; London Joint Stock, 10; Imperial, 4; and 
Consolidated, 5 per cent. for the half-year. 


Te directors of the Alliance Life Assurance announce 
that the conditions of their company have been raised and 
placed on a footing eminently favourable to the assured, 
that important concessions have been made as regards 
foreign residence and travel, and that policies acquire a 
surrender value after two annual premiums. 


The secretary of the Estate Exchange has published the 
following return of estates, &c., registered as sold by 
“auction and private contract :— 
1872 1873 1874 1875 
£9,901,229 | £8,948,362 | £11,160,324 | £11,466,490 


Messrs. H.S. King & Co. invite subscriptions for £150,000 
of the bonds of the Utica, Ithaca, aud Klmira Railway 
Company (State of New York), in sums of £200 each, bear- 
ing interest at the rate of £7 3s. per cent., payable in 
London on the 1st of January and July in each year, re- 
deemable at par in 1902, the price of subscription being 
£185, and the payments thereof extending to April 1. 
The issue is for £300,000, one-half having been already 
allotted. The prospectus states that the railroad has been 
built to supply a direct line of uniform gauge between 
the coal fields of Pennsylvania and the north-eastern 
districts, where this coal is largely consumed, and to 
supply a means of inter-communication much needed 
between several large towns and populous counties. 
The line, sixty-five miles in length, was completed and 
opened for through freight in November, and has been 
for some time in partial operation for local traffic, and the 
income from this source alone has been sufficient to pay 
working expenses and provide interest on its bonds. The 
present issue constitutes the entire bonded debt of the 
company, and is secured by first mortgage on its whole 
property and revenue. The object of the issue being to 
discharge the temporary obligations which have been in- 
curred during construction, the company will then have a 
large reserve fund for maintenance. The coal traffic, 
as stated in the prospectus, is 25 per cent. below 
actual present contracts, and the local receipts 
40 per cent. below what the road is now earhing. 
Local receipts since opening give daily average 1,100dols., 
and coal traffic will yield revenue 1,100dols, daily additional, 
so that the gross earnings may be placed at a minimum 
of 803,000dols, The redemption of the bonds prior to 
maturity is provided for by a sinking fund of 30,000dols. 
applied annually from January 1, 1878. The validity of 
the bonds, and the mortgage deed securing them, has been 
investigated by Mr. J. ?. Benjamin, Q.C., and Mr. C. M. 
Lanyon, barrister-at-law, in conjunction with Messrs. 
Lawrance, Plews, Boyer, & Baker, solicitors. 
The firms of Messrs. Gadsden, Ellis, and Co., of Old 
Broad-street, and Messrs. Farebrother, Clark, & Co., of 
Lancaster-place, have by arrangement combined as one 


firm, under the name of Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis, Clark, 
& Co, 








MARRIAGES AND DEATHS. 
MARRIAGES. 

Rovutu—Topp—Jan, 5, at St. Mary’s Church, Putney, Charles 
8. Routh, of Elven Lodge, Chiswick, to Elizabeth Charlotte, 
eldest daughter of Charles John Todd, of Fairfax House, 
Putney, 

Miteven—Bowman—Dec. 30, at St. John’s Church, Work- 
ington, Tom Milburn, solicitor, to Ada Harriet, , youngest 
daughter of Thomas Bowman, Workington. 

Oxrnton—James—Jan. 1, at Edgbaston parish church, Frank 
Oerton, of Lirmington, solicitor, eldest son of the late Francis 


oo 
Baildon Oerton, of Walsall, to Frances Mabel, Younger 
daughter of the late Thomas Smith James, of Birming bam, 
and granddaughter of the late Rev. John Angell J 


ames, 
DEATH. 
WALKER—Dec. 31, at his residence, 5, Clarence. 


Regent’s-park, Arthur Walker, of 13, King’s-road, Gray's. 
inn, aged 66. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


— 
fy 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved, 
FripayY, Dec 31, 1875. 
Guscotte, Thomas, and William Henry Scott, 18, New City chambers, ang 
121, Bisbopgate st within, London, Attorneys and Solicitors. Dec 2.9 
Tuespay, Jan, 4, 1876. 
Francis, Clement, Thomas Webster, and Alfred Smith Riches, 17, 
Emmanuel st, Cambridge, Attorneys and Solicitors. Dec 31 . 
Humphreys, Charles Octavius, and Daniel Morgan, Giltspur chambers, 
Holborn Viaduct, London, Solicitors, Dec 31 
Rose, James Anderson, and Ralph Thomas, 11, Salisbury st, Strand, 
London, Solicitors. Dec 30 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companiee. 
Farivar, Dec, 31, 1875. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. . 

Patent Cocoa Fibre Company, Limited.— Petition for winding up, pre. 
sented Dec 16, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on Jan 14, 
Crump, King st, Cheapside, solicitor for the petitioner, 

CounTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 

Samuel Hague and Son, Limited.—Perition for winding up, presented 
Dec 24, directed to be heard before the V.C. at his chambers, 6, 
Stone buildings, Lincoln’s inn, Jan 10, at 10.30. Marsland, g¢ 
Swithin’s lane, agent for Addleshaw and Warburton, Manchester, 
solicitors for the petitioner. 


Turspay, Jan. 4, 1876, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Cestrian Clothing Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pree 
seated Jan 3, directed tu be heard before V.C. Malins un Jan 4. 
Aston, Edgware rd, agent for Miuor, Manchestar, solicitor for the 
petitioners. 
Eskern Slate and Slab Quarries Company, Limited,—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Dec 29, directed to be heard before V.C. Mulins on 
Jan 14, Sneil, George st, Mansion House, solicitur fur the pati- 
tioners. 
Ifton Rhyn Collieries Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Jan 3, directe1 to be heard before V.C. Hall on Jan 14, 
Norton and Co, Coleman st, solicitors for the petitioner. 
Mendip Hematite Lead Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for wind. 
ing up, presented Dec 29, directed to be heard before V.C. Malios 
on Jan 14. Sneil, Georgs st, Mansion House, solicitor for the peui- 
tioners. 
Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
‘Tuespay, Jan. 4, 1876, 
Teetoilars’ Refuge Tent Friendly Society, Mr. Bennett, Louth, Lincola, 
Dec 24 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery, 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faipay, Dec. 24, 1875. 
Allsop, Allick Hill, Worksvp, Nottiagham, Chair Manufacturer, Jan 
25. Allsop v Allsop, V.C. Hall. Wail, Worksop 
Boys, Thomas, tioe, Sussex. Jan 31. Royal National Life Boat 
Institution v White, V.C. Mall. Markby and Co, Colemin «t 
Brindley, Joseph, Penrhyn whar!, Bermondsey wall, Slate Merchant, 
Jan 25, Finney v Grice, M.R. Smoothy, Braintree 
Clark, Thomas Join, jun, Wragg Marsh, Spalding, Lincoln, Farmer. 
Jan 24. Oldham v Clark, M.k. White, Boston 
Codd, John Hollam, Lincoin, Butcher. Jan 3l, Codd v Slingsby, V.C. 
Bacon. Harrison, Lincolu 
Dalton, Charies Winnal, Hastings, Sussex, Gent, Jan 24, 
Gant, M.R. Summers, New Bridge st 
Fielden, William, Huddersfi‘id, Rochdale, Lancashire, Scone Mason, 
Jan 16. Fielden v Gill, V.C. Malins. Craven, Todmorden 
Howell, Henry, King’s Norton, Worcester, Public Accountant. Jan 
20, Campbell v Howell, V.C. Malins, Matthews and Smith, Bicm- 
ingham 
Hucleston, John Nichols, Eibsriey House, Devon. Jan 24, Andrew 
Hudleston, M.R. Nutt, Godliman st, Voctors’ commons 
Lightbourne, Thomas, Sale, Cheshire, Wine Mercaant. Jan 21, 
Wilkes v Kirby, M.R. sullock, Manchester 
Palmer, John, High st, Shadwell, Draper. Jan 21. V.C,. Hall. Kersey, 
Gracechurch st ' 
Peter, George Francis Carew, Henley-on-Thames, Oxford. Jan 14. 
Peter v Peter, V.C. Bacon. Bolton, Elm court, Temple 
Rickatson, John Patrick, Albany rd, Camberwell, Geat. Jan 19. 
Rickatson v Rickatson, M.R. Wilde, Clapham ra 
Taylor, John, Woolwich, Kent, Builder, Jaa 24. Dawson v Taylor, 
M.R. Farnfie'd, Queen Victoria st 
Thomas, Richard, Mertnyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Evq. Jan 20. Thomas 
v Harris, V.C. Bacon. Simons and Plews, Merthyr Tydfil 
Treggon, William Thomas, The Cedars, East Dulwich, Gent. Jaa 
ll. Searle v Sanford, V.C. Bacon. Oxley, Crosby square 
Tugspay, Dec. 28, 1875, 

Daintree, Simon Alfred, Fendrayton, Cambridge, Gent, Jan 20, 
Mellor v Daintree, V.C. Malins, Janeway, Bedford row i 
Davies, William, Pontypool, Monmouth, Grocer, Feb 1, Fothergill 

v Lioyd, V.C. Bacon, Williams, Newport 
Ford, Juliana Maria, Pagham, Sussex. Febl. Ford v Bagnall, V.C. 
Hall, Hawley, Longton 


Da! toa v 


Grithths, David, Poatywain, Monmouth, Builder, Jan 26, Grifishs ¥ 





Gritiths, M.K, Dixon, Pouty mister 



















. Jan. 8, 1876. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





205 








—= 





—— 
proctor, Edward, Ship Tavern passage, Leadenhall market, Fruiterer. 
Jan 31. Nothard v Proctor, V.C. Bacon, Crook, F enchurch st 
William Henry, Bloomfield terrace, Paddingtoa, Major-General 
£. Jar 31. Parker v Slade, V.C. Hall, Smith, Craven st, Strand 
yenner, William, Milibank st. Westminster. Jan 15. Perfect v Venner, 
Y.C. Malios. Shepheard, Finsbury circus 
Fripay, Dec. 31, 1875, 
Badger, John, Worcester. Jan 15. Lechmere v Badger, V.C. Bacon. 
Goldingham, Worcester 
Davies, Enoch, Blaenythan, Cardigan, Farmer. Feb 7. Davies v 
y Davies, V.C. Hall. Lloyd, Liandyssul 
‘Tuespay, Jan. 4, 1876, 
Peacb, Henry, Rothwell, Northampton, Builder. Jan 31. Meadows v 
Peach, V.C. Hall. Cave, Market Harborough 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farpay, Dec 24, 1875. 


Boundford, Edward, Mantlwyd, Kerry, Montgomery, Farmer. Feb 5. 
Jones, Welshpool 
Brown, James, Parry place, Plumstead, Chief Engineer. Feb 1. 


Buchanan, Basinghall st 
Butterfield, Rev Henry, Fulmer, Bucks. Jan 31. 
ino, Temple 
Dowling, Stanley Hoare, P.ymouth, Devon, Gent. 
Warwick st, Regent st 
Duke, Alfred, Hastings, Sussex, Hosier. March 1. 
Elliott, Hastings 
Elvidge, Joseph, Metheringham, Lincoln, Gent. Jan 1. Tweed, Line 
coln 
Eminson, Thomas, Great Gonerby, Lincoln, Gent. Feb1l. Beaumont, 
Grantham 
Fisher, James Proud, Wakefield, York, Hosier. Feb 1. 
fon, Wakefield 
Gregory, Sir Glynnt Earle Welby, Denton Hall, Lincoln, Bart. Feb 
1, Beaumont, Grantham 
Grifith, Charles, Bristol, Surgeon. Jan20. Gregory and Son, Bristol 
Guedalia, Moses, Beaumont, Jersey, Esq. Marcht. Meadows and 
Elliott, Hastings 
Harvey, Matilda, Croydon, Surrey. Jan 30. Champion and Co, Iron- 
monger Jane, Cheapside 
Hindmarsh, Frederick, Barkway, Hertford, Esq. Jan 24. Grain, Phil- 
pot lane, Fenchurch st 
Howlett, George Robert, Highgate rise, Printer. Feb 1. Watson and 
Co, Bouverie st, Fleet st 
Jones, Chariotte Aurio!, Giynpedr, Brecon. Jan 31. Wilkins, King’s 
Arms yard 
Jones, Thomas, Greville place, Kilburn, Merchant. March 1, Robins, 
Basinghall st 
Joseph, Aaron, Guildford st, Russell square. Fed 1. 
Vallance, Essex st, Strand 
Laidler, Thomas, Fenton, Northumberland, Farmer. Jan3l. Sander- 
son, Berwick-upon-Tweed 
Lawton, Philip, Forest hill, Kent, E-q. “Feb 21. Wren, Fenchurch st 
Longdon, Mary Georgiana, Grove rd, Clapham park. March 31. 
Markby and Co, Coleman st 
M Hyam, Bl : bury square, Picture Dealer, Jan 20, Wild 
4 ane, Cheapsia 
Nelson, Thomas, North Shields, Northumberland, Shoe Maker, Feb 1. 
Elsdon, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Rennie. Lucy, Broad Blunsdon, Wilts. March 1. Kinneir and Tombs, 
Swindon 
Richarme, Sarah, Lyons, France. Jan 31. 
Old Jewry 
Rowell, Margaret, Brenkley South Farm, Ponteland, Northumberland. 
Jan 31. Ingledew and Daggett, Newcastle-uapon-Tyno 
Rudiand, Robert, Queen’s rd, Dalston, Gent. Janu 25. Ashley and Tee, 
Frederick’s place, Old Jewry 
Stewart, Frances Eliza, Kensington park rd, Notting hill. Feb 28. 
Fairioot and Webb, Clement’s iun 
Tayler, James Edward, Kildare terrace, Bayswater, Major on Retired 
List. Feb 2. Warriner, Great Tower st 
Walker, Elizabeth, Holloway rd. Feb 21. Mote, Walbrook 
Wasley, Edwin, Lewisham st, Westminster, Cabinet Maker. 
Jenkins, Penryn 
Westmoreland, Lydia Couison, Lansdown rd, Notting hill. Feb 22. 
Barker and Lane, Bedtord row 
Whittall, Wiliam, Aston, Warwick, Gun Maker. Jan 80, Tyndall, 
and Co, Birmingham 
Wilby, Samuel, Little Gomersal, York, Joiner. March 20. Whitaker, 
Lancaster place, Strand 
Willoughby, Henry Safe, Sloane terrace, Eaton square, Captain H, M. 
45th Foot. Jan 3!, Walioughby, Lancaster place, Strand 


Turspay, Dec, 28, 1875. 
Bowels, Charles, Captain H. M. 10\h Hussars. Febl. Domville and 
Co, New square, Liocoin’s inn 
Bridge, Booti, Bury, Lancashire, Draper, Jan 20, 
Bury 
——” Themas, Swaffham, Norfolk, Gent. Feb 21. Palmer, Swaff- 


Feb 8. 


Blake, Serjeants’ 
Feb5. Terry, 
Meadows and 


Mander and 


Vallance and 








Abrahams and Roffey, 


Jan 31, 


Grundy and Oo, 


am 
Culham, Jamer, Drummond st, Euston square, Surgeon, 
Dunster, Henrietta st, Cavendish square 
Day, Ann, Scarborough, York. Jan 3l. Nesfield, Scarborongh 
Grant, Henry, Rayleigh, Essex, Ironmonger. Feb:. Digby and Co, 


aldon 
Green, William, Chesterfield, Derby, Licensed Victualler, Jan 29. 
Gee, Chesterfield 
yerene, Henry, York, Secrstary Public Co. Feb 3. Richardson and 
0, York 
Harris, Richard, Taunton St James, Somerset, Yeoman, Fob 1, Trench- 
ard, Taunton 
Hayslep, Charles, New cross rd, Gent. Jan3l, Hicklin and Washing- 
ton, Trinity square, Newington 
Kitson, Marth, Birmingham, March 25. Barkitt, London wall 
Laird, John, Birkenhead, Cheshire, M.P, Feb 17. Hall and Co, 


Phythian, John, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Coach Proprietor. 

Barrow and Cook, St Helen’s 

— Ann, Stockton, Darham. Feb1. Dodds and Co, Stockton-on- 
ees 


Berry, James, Southport, Lancashire, Druggist’s Assistant. 


Covington, Thomas, Lower Kennington lane, Gent. 


Devenport, Sarah Ann, Birmingham, Feb |. 


Hargreaves, Mary, Southport, Lancashire, Feb 1. 


Jennings, Elizabeth, Rochdale, Lancashire, Jan 31. 
Jennings, Joseph, Rochdale, Lancashire, Gent. 


Jennings, Mary Ann, Rochdale, Lancashire. Jan 3i. 
Keevil, Richard, Beechfield, Beanacre, Wilts, Gent. March 1. 


Lynes, Thomas, Wyke Regis, Dorset, Esq, Feb 18. 
Morrow, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Malcock, Henry Joyce, Ropley Ledge, Hants, Esq. 
Pocock, Gavin Elliot, Brighton, Sussex, Surgeon. Feb 14. 


Pratt, Anne, Abingdon st, Westminster. 


Lealand, John, Gunthorpe, Nottingham, Gent. March 25. Parsons 
and Son, Nottingham 
Perrin, Peter, Abram, Lancashire, Gent. 


Febl. Ackerley and Son, 


Wigan 
Jan 15. 


Fripay, Dec, 31, 1875. 
Jan 24. 


Weisby and Co, Southport 


Boon, George, Appledore, Kent, Gent. Jan 24. Daws and Co, Rye 
Bostock, Robert Chignell, Kennington park rd, Gent. Feb1. Peacock 


and Goddard, South square, Gray’s inn 


Cantor, Simeon Moses, Upper Bedford place, Merchant. March 1. 


Hilbery, Crutched friars 


Carr, James, Birkdale, Lancashire, Yeoman. Febl. Welsby and Co, 


Southport 


Febl. Croft, 


Bucklersbury 


Derry, William, Burntwood, Stafford, Iankeeper. Feb 14. Barnes and 


Russell, Lichfield 
Tyndall and Co, Bir- 


mingham 
Welsby and Co, 


Southport 


Harrison, Isaac Stamper, Halewood, Lancashire, Gent. Feb9. Pears 


and Co, Liverpool 
Stott and Son, 


Rochdale 
Jan 31. 


Stott and 


Son, Rochdale 
Stott and Son, 


Rocndale 


Jenningr, Stsphen, Rochdale, Lancashire. Jan 31. Stott and Son, 


Rochdale 


Jones, Richard Lewis, Redhouse, Aberhavesp, Montgomery, Farmer. 


Feb 24. Williams and Gittios, Newtown 
K 
ani Co, Chippingham sary 


Laws, John, Liverpool, Under Manazer to an Omnibus Company. Jan 


10. Tyrer and Co, Liverpool 


Limerick, Margaret Jane, Countess of, Upper Brook st, Grosvenor 


square. Jan 31, Attwell, Oid Broad st 
Andrews aad Co, 


Jan 31. 
Feb 28. Black- 


Weymouth 
Keenlsside and Forster, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 


more and Son, Alresford 
Stuckey, 


Brighton 
Feb 15. Robinson and 
Preston, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Radcliffe, Frederick Peter Delme, Hitchin Priory, Hertford, Esq. 
March 25. Hawkins and Co, Hitchin 


Sims, Frederick, Looseleigh, Devon, Merchant. June 24, Rooker and 


Co, Plymouth 


Stock, Thomas Osborne, Bloomsbury st, Insurance Broker. Feb 1. 


Crump, Phi'pot lane 


Tress, Richard, Aldert rd, Regent’s park, Architect. Feb 22. Farmer 


and Robins, Pancras lane 


Vevers, Betty, Huddersfield, York. Feb. Milnes, Huddersfield 
Wells, Isaac, Copson Magna, Warwick, Farmer. Feb 21. Abbott, Lea- 


mington 


Whiting, Alfred, Wellington rd, Stockwell, Captain H. M. Indian Army. 


Fed 1, Crump, Philpot lane 
Willoughby, Hon and Rev Charles James, Wollaton, Nottingham. Feb 
1. CGhauntrell and Co, Lincoin’s inn fields 


Young, Edwiv, Wigton, Cumberland, Draper. Jan 19. Bensoa, 


Wigton 
Tvespay, Jan. 4, 1876. 
Akers, Ann Elizabeth, Guildford st, Russell squara. Fed i. Jonzs, 
Hart st, Bloomsbury square 
Blyth, David, Hilldrop rd, Islington, Gent. Feb1!. Alien and Edwards, 
Old Jewry 
Brindley, Thomas, Gawsworth, Cheshire, Farmer. Feb7. Thomson, 
Great Winchester st 
Corbin, William Robert, Cadland, Hants, Carpenter. Feb 1. Randall 
and Angier, Gray’s inn place 
Cowell, Mary Ann, Worcester, Feb 12. Stallard, Worcester 
Craigie, Eliza, Queen’s rd, Bayswater. Aprili5. Mee, Great Win- 
chester st buildings 
Crawford, Sharman, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Chemist. March 1. 
Wheeler, Cheitenham 
Croughten, Sarah Crooke, Newmarket. Jan 3l. York, Newmarket 
Devon, Charlotte Ja:e, Brighton, Sussex. Jan3i. Stevens and Co, 
Coleman st. 
Evere, Albert, Scarborough, York, Esq. 
York 
Floyd, George, Codicote, Hertford,Gent. Febi. Underwood and Col- 
man, Hollis st, Cavendish square 
Fricker, Thomas Hunter, Kingston-upon-Thames, Surrey, Brewer. 
Feb li. Rastrick, Norfolk st, Strand 
Gidaen, George Pearce, Elizabeth terrace, England lane, Haverstosk 
hill, Wholesale Currier. Feb 1. Russell and Ve, Old Jewry chambers 
Johnson, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Gent. Feb is, Blacklock 
and White, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Magrath, Rev Francis, Lichfield, Roman Catholic Priest. 
Griffith, Lichfield 
Middleton, William Henry, Bradford, York, Druggist. Febt. Dawson 
and Greaves, Bradford 
Millwerd, William, Dudley, Worcester, Builder, March 1, Stokes, 


Dudley 
Minshaw, John, Regina rd, Tollington park, Gent. Fed 10. Layton 


and Jacques, Ely place, Helborn 
Muller, John Henry, Pentonville rd, Gent. March 1, Caorley and 


Feb 29. Leeman and Co, 


Fed 1, 





Liverpool 





Crawford, Moorgate 8t 
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Percival, Thomas, Manchester, Glass Manufacturer. 
and Etliott, Manchester 

Portal, Sophia, Russell square. Jan 31, 
st, Cavendish square 

Rider, William Luke, Harewooé, York, Nursery Gardener. 
Ford, Leeds 


Regiment of Foot. Jan3lt. Talbot and Tasker, Bedford rd 


Feb 18. Sutton 
Dimond ané Son, Henrietta 
Feb 1. 
Savery, Harry Durham Tauzia, Accra, Africa, Captain H.M. 49th 


JOURNAL. 
=: 


Johnson, John, Waddon rd, South Beddington, Baker. Jan 17 at dag 
offices of Pullen, Basinghall st 

Littteproud, Frederick, Norwich, Quarryman. Jan 14 at 2 at offices of 
Kent, St Andrew’s Hall plain, Norwich 

Lowenstark, Abraham David, and Marcus David Lowenstark, Strand, 
Jewellers. Jan 20 at 2 at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn, 
Lewis and Lewis, Ely place 


Mason, Jeremiah Warwick, Portmadoc, Carnarvon, Draper. Jan 10 at 
Smith, Henry. Macclesfield, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. Feb 5. 2 atthe British Hotel, Bangor. reese and Co, Portmadoc 
Sale and Co, Manchester McKenzie, B vyes Charles Stuart, Hendon, Middies2x, Wine Merchant, 
Switt, James, Manchester, Shopkeeper. Feb1. Taylor and Co, Man- Jan 12 at 2 at the Cannon st Hotel. Gunning, Barnet 


chester 
Turner, Thomas, Kington, Hereford, Miller. Jan 31. 
Waterhouse, Sarah, Shetfield. Feb 12. Wake, Sheffield 
Watkins, Harriet, Great Malvern, Worcester. 
Droitwich 
EBankrupts. 


Fripay, Dec. 31, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Kusel, Charles, Bloomsbury square, Jeweller. Pet Dec 30. Hazlitt. 
Jan 12 at 2 
North,R =F 

Keene. Jan 2tas:1 
Vo Surrender in the Country. 
Lake, John, Papeastle, nr Cockermouth, Cumberland, Engineer. Pet 
Dec 24. Wuugh. Cockermouth, Jan 17 at3 
Smith, James, Varlington,- Durham, Gaaeral Daaler, Pet Doc 29. 
Archer. Stockton-on-Tees, Jan 14 at3 


Toespay, Jan. 4, 1876, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Gibb, Berjamin, Cable s!, Whitechapel, General Commission Agent. 
Pet Dc 3!. Hazlitt. Jan2l at 12 
Hoffenbach, Leopold, Watling st, Merchant. Pet Dec 31. Hazlitt, 
Jan 19 at 1l 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Gee, William Henry, Nottinzham, Elastic Web Merchant. Pet Dec 30, 
Patchitt. Not:ingham, Jan 20 ar l 
Hawkins, George, Great Driffield, York, Linen-draper. Pet Dec 21. 
Hollit. Kingston-upon-Hull,Jan 19 at 
Purdy, Alfred, Ecclesuill, York, Grocer. Pet Dec31. Robinson. Brad- 
ford, Jan 14 at 9 
Smith, Gecrce, Coulville, Leicester, Brick Maker. Pet Dec 31. Goodger. 
Bu: ton-upou-Trent, Jan 17 at 2 : 
Standring, Samuel, Uldham, Lancashire, Cotton Daale~. Pet Dec 29. 
Tweedale. Oldham, Jan i2 at ll 
Stewart. David, Oxford, Draper. 
19 at Lz 
Wod+house, Hen John, Wymondham, no occupaticn. 
Cvuoke. Norwich, Jan 17 at 2 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 


FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Fripay, Dec, 31, 1875. 
im, Liverpool, Currier. Jan 13 at 2 at offices of Gibson 
and Builand, § Jobn st, Liverpool. Standring, Rochdale 
Ashton, Georgy William, Liverpool, Commission Merchant. Jan 14 at 
12 at offices of Carruthers, Clayton square, Liverpool 
Bail, John Thomas, tuxton, Derby, Draper. Jan 14 at 2 at offices of 
Brown and Air sworth, Market piace, Stockport 
Barnes, Edward tieury, Leeds, Commission Agent, Jan 14 at3 at the 
Piough iun, Westgate, Huddersfield. Dalton, Leeds 
Blake, Richard, and George Alexander Rampien, Upper Granze rd, 
Bermondsey, Builders, Jan 13 at 3at the Guildhalt Coffes House, 
Gresham st, Cuattiin, Guiidhall yard 
Bourn, James Wiliam, Cheltenham, Auctioneer. Jan 10 at 3 at offices 
of Stroud, Clarence parade, Chelrenhum 
Bracley, Jolin, Leeds, Manager to a Hatier. Jan 17 at 3 at offices of 
Hale, Bank st, Leeds 
Bren!, Charles trederick Augustus, Hanover terrace, Notting hil', Mer- 
chent. Jan i at dat the Cannoa st Hotel. Goldberg, West sc, 
Moorgate st 
Bonce. Thoaas, Luton. Bedford, Draper. Jan 17 at 2 at offices of Slater 
and Pannell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. Neal, Oid Broad st 
Carr, Wiliism, Morpeth, Northamberland, General Dealer. Jan 10 at 2 
at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Chambers, Jcha Sexton, Edward Ellis, Joseph Shortridge Aliison, and 
Joseph Twentyman, Brierly hill, Stafford, lronmasters. Jan 11 atl2 
at the Great Western Hotel, Monmou n st, Birmingham. Homfray 
and Holberton, Brierley fill 
Dry, Richard, Darlington, Durham, Draper. Jan 17at 12 at the Royal 
Station Hote!, Yoik. Jennings, Great Driffi ld 
Elkingtor, Thomas, Golden lane, St Luke's, Bailder. Jan 25 at 12 at 
the London Tavern, Bishopsgate st. Jennings, Leadenhall st 
Evanr, Jolin, Raglan, Monmuuth, Draper. Jan 13 at 12 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Newport. Joucs, Abergavenn 
Felton, Barnabas, New Lakenham, Norwich, Miller, Jan 4 at 3 at offices 
of Stanley, Bank plain, Norwich 
Fossitt, Charles Raby, Gosberton, Lincoln, Potato Merchant, Jan10 at 
2 at the Feacock Hote), Eoston. Brown and Co, Peterborough 
Fallilove, William Herbert, Camberwell rd, Fraiterer. Jun 8 at 10 at 
offices of Goat\y, Westminster bridge rd 
Freund, Amelia Lewis, Scrand, Authoress, Jan 12 at 12 at offices of 
Gamb'e and Harvey, Gresham buildings, Basingball st. Cronin and 
Rivoltsa, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Hawk+t’, Tuomas, West Maliing, Kent, Corn Dealer. Jan 12 at 2 at 
a flouse Hotel, London bridge. Norton and Son, Town 
ailing 
Illingworth, Joc, Birmingham, Merchant, Jan 14 at 11 at the Victoria 
Hotel, Bradtord. Watson and Dickons, Bradford : 
Jameson, Joseph, Thornley Colliery, Durham, Joiner. Jan 13 at 11 at 
offices of Chapman, St Nicholas coart, Market place, Dartiam 
Jennings, David, Portobello rd, Notting hill, Dairyman, Jaa 17 at 2 at 


2t Dec 29, Bishop. Oxford, Jan 


Pet Dec 20. 






Anderson, Wil! 











| 





Pratt, Kington 
March 30, Holyoake, 


, Bishopsgate st within, Oil Merchant. Pet Dec 24. 


Millington, Jonn, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Tailor, Jan 18 at 1 at 
offices of Hayton and Simpson, Cockermouth 
Morris, Bergston, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Cap Manufacturer, Jan 13 at 
2 at offices of Joels, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Payne, Charles, Brompton Ralph, Somerset, Inakeeper. Jan 8 at 12 at 
offices of Reed and Cook, Paul st, Tauntoa 
Pearson, George Charles, High st, Bloomsbury, Coffee House Keeper, 
Jan 8 at 10.15 at otfices of Hicks, Globe rd, Mile end 
Picking, Frederick, and Philip Picking. Liverpool, Trunk Manufacturer, 
Jan 19 at 3 ato'tices of Nordon, Cook st, Liverpool 
Plowman, Thomas William, Stowmarket, Suffolk, Builder. Jan 21 at 
8 at the Fox Hotel, Stowmarket. Hill, Ipswich 
Piumb, Rober", Albert terrace, Bishoo’s rd, Bayswater, Fishmonger, 
Jan 19 at 2 at o‘fices of Lewis and Whitbourne, Basinghall st 
Preston, Harvey, Newmarket rd, Cambridge, Cittle Salesman. Jan 10 
at 1 at offices of Davies, St Andrew's st, Cambridge 
Ralls, Thomas, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Carpenter. Jan 13 at2 atthe 
New Inn Hotel, Pontyprid). Grover and Grover, Pontvypridt 
Rayner, Samuel Asquith, Skelton, York, Confectioner. Jan 13 at 3 at 
offices of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Rees, Alexander Hugh, Buckingham Palace rd, Pimlico, J-weller. Jan 
13 at 3 at the Guildhall Coffse House. Bradley, Mark lane 
Rickett, James, Bovingdon, Hertford, Fruit Dealer. Jan 15 at3 at 
offices of Boydell, Chg'k hill, Bushey 
Roberts, Joseph, Seacomde, Cneshire, Draper. Jan 14 at 2 at offices of 
Knowles, North John st, Liverpool 
Roofe, Henry, and John Thomas Mills, Savage gardens, Centched friars, 
Wine Merchants. Jan 13 at 12 at the Guildhall Coffee House, 
Gresham st. French, Crutched friars 
Rothenberg, Emmanuel, Khymney, Monmouth, Clothier. Jan 10 at 1 at 
at offie’s of Simons and Piews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Slade, Frederick, Southampton, Timber Merchant. Jan 11 at 3 at 
offices of Green and Moberley, Portland t2rrace, Southampton 
Smith, Charles, Barrow-in-Furaess, Lancashire, Coal Mercuant. Jan 
11 at 11 at offices of Robinson, Bank buildings, Skipton 
Smith, Frank, Hanley, Stafford, Auctioneer, Jan 11 at 3 at the George 
Hotel, Jordanzate, Macclesfield. Ward, Manchester 
Snowball, Elizabeth, Chestar-le-Street, Durham, Boot Dealer, Jin 13 
at 11 at ottices of Chambers, Sadler st, Durham 
Steel, Thomas, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Wood Sawyer. Janl4 
at 2at the Suip Lun, Barrow-in-Furness. Butler and Son, Dalton-in- 
Furness 
Twigg, John, Tunstall, Stafford, Ale Merchant. Jan 13 at 3 at offices 
of Alcock, Market st, Tunstalt 
Winn, Charles ''homas, Lee, Kent, Gent. Jan 10 at 2 at offices of 
Medcalf, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st 
Wootlhouse, Salnon, Sneffiald, Saw Grinder, Jan 10 at 12 at offices of 
Machen, Bank st, Sueffield 
TvuespaAy, Jan, 4, 1876, 
Andrew, John, Scarborough, York, Plumber. Jan 14 at 11 at offices of 
Richardson, Queen st, Scarborvugh 
Bailey, Jans, West park, Clifton, Bristol, Schoolmistre-s. Janl4 atl 
at offices of Barnard and Co, Albion chambers, Small st, Bristol 
Baker, Howard, Acie, Norfolk, Farmer. Jan 15 at 12 at oifices of 
Fosters and Co, Upper King st, Norwich 
Baines, Andrew Kennedy, Weymonth st, Portland place, Fistimonger. 
Jan 17 at 2 at the Crawe Arms Hotel, Crewe. Tattersal!, Blackburn 
Bayley, William, Upton St. Leonards, Gloucester, Farmer, Jan 17 at2 
at the Bell Hotel, Gloucsster. Taynton and Son, Gloucester 
Beard, Joseph, Mottram-in-Longdendale. Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. 
Jan 17 at 3 at the Commercial Inn, Ashton-under-Lyne. Coates 
Beaton, Peter Furbes, and John McNaughton, Hirwaia, ne Aberdare, 
Glamorgan, Ivonfounders. Jan 15 at 1 at offices of Simons and Piews, 
Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Benumont, Butterworth, Elland, nr Halifax, York, Grocer, Jan 14 at 
11 at offices of L ngbottem, Northgate chambers, Halifax 
Beil, Charles Edward, Huddersfield, York, Yarn Spinner, Jan 21 at 3 
at offices of Drake, John William et, Haddersfi-+id 
Black, William Henry, Hornchurch, Essex, Builder, Jan 28 at 12 a: 
offices of Preston, Mark lane 
Bradley, Henry, Macclesfi:ld, Cheshire, Slater. Jan 17 at 3 at offices of 
Barclay and Henstock, Exchange chambers, Macclesfield 
Burgess, Richard, Rock, Worcester, Saddler, Jan 19 as 12.30 at offices 
of Cooper, Bridgnorth 
Carver, Elizabeth, Market Drayton, Salop, Provision Dealer, Jan 18 
at 2 at the Royal Hotel, Nantwich rd, Crewe, Pearson, Mar«et 
Drayton 
Charlton, Jonathan, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Provision Merchant. Jan 
13-at 4 at offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne 
Clow, George, jun, Torquay, Devon, Dyer, Jan 25 at 2 at offices of 
Harris, Gandy st, Exeter. ‘Toy 
Craven, Thomas, Amotherby, York, Farmer, Jan 21 at 3 atthe Sun 
Hotel, Whelgate, Malton. Dale, York 
Crossle, Henry John, Quorndon, Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturer. Jan 
17 at 3 at the King’s Head Hotel, Loughdoroasgh. Goode 
Crowther, Joe, Uolinfirth, York, [ron Worker. Jan 19 at 3 at offices 
of Booth, Lane End, Hoimfirth 
Cutler, George, Liverpool, Auctioneer, Jan 28 at 3 at offices of Low,, 
Castle st, Liverpool 
Dale, John George, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Ironmonzer, Jan 14 at 
2 at the West Riding Hotel, Wellington st, Leeds, Draper, Stockton- 
on-Tees 
Dule, John Thomas, Vournemouth, Hants, Shoe Maker. Jan 19 at 12 at 
offices of Aldridge and Sharp, Bournemouth 
Daniels, John, York, Provision Dealer, Jan 24 att at offices of Wilxin- 





ofices of Tilley and Soames, Finsbary place south 


eon, St Helen’s square, York J 6 















Jan. 8, 1876. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


207 








—__ 
rt, William, Congleton, Cheshire, Painter. Jan 21 at 11 at th 
Royal Hotel, Crewe. Sherratt, Kids crove 
William, Walton, Norfolk, Auctioneer. Jan 17 at 2 at offices of 

Grigsmn and Robinsun, ‘Valton 

Deverill, William Henry, Uxbridge, Middlesex, Grocer. Jan 20 at 3 at 
cffices of Woodbridge and Sons, High st, Uxbridge 

Evaneon, Elizabeth, Weston Subedge, Gioucevter, Grocer, Jan 19 at 
12 at offices of Kendall and Son, Chipping Campden 

Farr, Alleyne Ebenez2r Daniel, Hendon, Middlesex, Registrar of 
wirths and Deaths, Jan 20 at ll at the Red Lion Hotel, Barnet. 
Boyes, Barnet Pm 

Gaskin, Arthor, Bryanston mews west, Bryansten square, Veterinary 
Surgeon, Jan 19 at tl at the Portman Arms, Marylebone rd. 
Berkeley, Marylebone rd 

Gibbins, William, Melinorythan, Glamorgan, Grocer. Jan 20 at 1.30 at 
offices of #rittan and Co, Small s*, Bristol. Curtis, Neath 

Gibbs, Clement, and James Bainbrigge Johnston, Castle court, 
Lawrence lane, Merchants. Jan 19 at 2 at oifices of Bailey, Token- 

se yard 

Boag Thomas, Rush hill terrace, Lavender bill, Wandsworth rd, 
Builder. Jan 15 at 2 at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 

Hall, Edward, Newcastle-upon Tyne, Mining Surveyor, Jan 14 at 2 at 
offices of ‘Vinship. Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Harrison, Chri-topher, Middlesborough, York, Joiner. Jan 12 at 3 at 
offices of Dobson, Gorford st, Middiesborough 

Harrison, George, Scarborough, York, Fish Buyer. Jan 17 at 3 at 
offices of Williamson, Newborough st, Scarborough 

Hunt, Arthur, Leeds, Fruiterer, Jan 17 at 3 at offices of Malcolm, 
Park row, Leeds 

Hunt, Charles, Abingdon. Berks, Builder, Jan 26 at 11 at office of 
Mallam, High st, Oxford 

Illingworth, Joe. Birmingham, Merchant. Jan 14 at the Clarence 
Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester, in lieu of the place originally 


amed 
meer, Bes jamin, Liverpool, Leather Merchant. Jan 17 at 3 at offices 
of Cotton, South John st, Liverpool 
Jones, William Henry, Chester, Coal Merchant. Jan 22 at 4 at offices 
of Ellis, Eastgate st, Chester 
Lee, George, Westwood side, Haxey. Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 24 at 12 
at offices of Newton and Jones, East Retfo 
Lontley, Philip James, Scarborough, York, Aerated Water Manufac- 
turer, Jan 17 at 3.30 atoffices of Williamson, Newborough st, Scar- 
borouch 
Malammas, Nicholas, Gregory George Capreell, and Samuel Swan, Man- 
chester, Engravers. Jan19 at3 atthe Clarence Hotel, Spring gar- 
dens, Manchester. Hinde and Co, Manchester 
Netto, David Henry, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 14 
at 3 at offices of Moore, Duncan st, Birkenhead 
Pigg, kKichard, York, Innkeeper. Jan 14 at 11 at offices of Steavenson 
and Meek, Paradise terrace, Darlington 
Price, Thomas, Worcester, Licensed Victualler, Jan 21 at3 at offices 
of Pitt, The Avenue, Cross, Worcester 
Pattick, Harvey, Bramley, Surrey, Boot Maker. Jan 5 at 2 at offices of 
Geach, Yoodbridge rd, Guildford d 
Rhodes, Sydney Rothwell, Halifax, York, Commission Agent, Jan 18 
at 11 at Mitchell’s Temperance Hotel, Horton st, Halitax. Sutcliffe, 
Halifix 
Richards, John, Lianilar, Cardigan, Mason. Jan 17 at 10.30 at offices 
of Jones, Great Dark Gate st, Aberystwith 
Rudd, Richard, Keyingham, York, Drysalter. Jan 10 at 3 at offices 
of Summers, Manor st, Kingstoa-up»n-Hull 
Samue!, Ernest, High st, Borough, Electro Plate Dealer, Jan 21 at 
10.30 at Hewitt and Alexander, Ely place, Holborn 
Sanders, Tnomas John, Swansea, Glamorgau, Grocer. Jan 17 at 3 at 
offices of Davies and Hartland, Swansea 
Shuffebotham, John, Hanley, Stafford, Auctioneer, Jan 8 at Il at 
the Queen’s Hotel, Hanley. Shires, Market st, Leicester 
Skyrme, Richard, Upper Winslow Farm, Hereford, Farmer. Jan 15 at 
12 at offices of Garrold, Hereford 
Smith, Albert Henry, Newport, Isle of Wight, Solicitor’s Clerk, Jan 13 
at 1 wt 20, Holyrood st, Newport 
Smith, Charles, Barrow-in- Furness, Lancashire, Coal Merchant. Jan 
11 at Sharp’s Hotel, Strand, Barrow-in-Furness, in jieu of the place 
originally named 
mith, Vincent. Hornby, nr Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. Jan 17 at 
12 at offices of Johnson and Tilley, Sun at, Lancashire 
Stettaford, James, Barnston, Cheshire, out of business. Jan 18 at 3 at 
offices of Parkinson, Commerce court, Lord at, Liverpool 
Sutton, William, Woiverhampton, Staffurd, Coal Deaier, Jan 27 at 11 
at uttices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhamyt n 
Swann. John, Phoenix st, Somers town, Oilman. Jan 13 at! at offices 
of Johnson. Seymour place, Marylebone 
Treen, Thomas, Liantrissant, Glarrorgan, Butcher. Jan 20 at 12 at 
offices of Thomas, Taff st, Pontypridd 
Waliis, Mary Ann, Tewkeebury, Gloucester, Licensed Victualler. Jan 
17 at 11 at offices of Moores and Romney, Tewkesbury 
Watton, Emma, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Jan 18 at 11 at 
offices of Marris, Waterloo st, Birmingham, Jukes, Birmingham 
Whipp, Thomas, and James Robinson, Bradford, York, Woolcomb Pin 
Makers. Jan 17 at 11 at offices of Wood and Killick, Commercial 
Bank buildings, Bradford. Weatherhead and Burr, Keighley 
“Woltenden, Haley, Halifax, York, Linea Draper. Jan 19 at 4 at offices 
Storey, King cross et, Halifax 
Wood, James, Lye, Worcester, Grocer. Jan 15 at 10.80 at offices of 
Wall, Unionchambers, Stourbridge 
Wort, Jam+s, Balsall heath, Worcester. Lamp Manufacturer, Jan 14 
__ at 2 at offices of Rawlings, Ann st, Birmingham 
Wright, George, Jarrow, Durham, Agent, Jan 19 at 12 at offices of 
__ Blair, King st, South shields 
Wynne, Daniel, Bolton, Lancashire, Furniture Dealer. Jan 17 at 3 at 
offices of Rutter, Mawdsley at, Bolton 
‘Wyaolats, Aone Mary, Cheitenham, Jan 17 at 3 at offices of Stroud, 
__ Clarence , Cheltenham 
Wynniatt, Susan, Cheltenham, Jan 17 at 3 at offices of Stroud, Clarence 
_«, Parade, Cheltenham 
Yerworth, Alfred, Holloway rd, Hosier. Jan 16 at 2 at offices of An- 
Rove, Alderszate at 





“Yorke, Edwin James, Tynemouth, Bricklayer. Jan 17 at 2 at offices of 
dewell, Grey st, Meweanie-upon-Tyae 


PROvDDENT LIFE OFFICE, 50, Regent-street 


and 14, Cornhili, London. 
Established 1806, 
Total Income £239,353 
Total Funds 1,852,832 








Present amount of existing Assurances witn Bonus Additions, 


£5,313,225, 
Surplus applicable to Bonuses at last Quinquennial Valuation, 
£355,543 83. 8d. 


RREVERSIONS AND LIFE INTERESTS 


THESE PROPERTIES ARE PURCHASED, OR LOANS 
GRANTED UPON THE SECURITY OF THEM, 


BY 
THE SCOTTISH EQUITABLE (MUTUAL) 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
Head Office—26, ST. ANDREW-SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 
London Office—69,KING WILLIAM-STREET, E.C. 
Manager—T. B. SPRAGUE, Esq., M.A. 
Solicitors in London.—Messrs. BURTON, YEATES, & HART, 
37, Lincolo’s-inn-fields. 
Income, £277,700. Assets, £2,104,000. 
Every description of Life {nsurancebusiness transacted. 
The usual Commission allowed to Solicitors. 


YNOVEREIGN LIFE 
(Founded 1845.) 








OFFICE 


_ Assurers can obtain ADVANCES of £200 and upwards on Rever- 
sions, Annuities, &c., also on guarantee of two or more first-class 
sureties. 

All names, with full particulars, must be sent to the Secretary, 48, 
St. James's-street, London, S.W. 


EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Funded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
10, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835, Paid-up Capital, £480,000. 
If required Interest on Loans may be capitalized. . 
F. 8. CLAYTON, Joint 
C. H. CLAYTON, }§ Secretaries 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. Chief Ofice—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to £1,400,000 
sterling. 
Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build- 
ing, Temple. : 
Deputy-Chairman—C. Pemserton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor, 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors invite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M'‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 











cLONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
Support.—N.8. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest 
care and promptitude assured. Oificially stamped forms for advertise- 
ment and file of ‘* London Gazstte” kept, By appointment. 


REAL 
TURKEY CARPETS 


IMPORTED BY 


TRELOAR & SONS 
69, LUDGATE-HILL, LONDON. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE MAKERS. 








BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
. Pi 
o Her Majesty, the — dewey net by 4 tee udicial Bench, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUBEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS &C 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


ee 
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M ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’S 
i LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Sheoting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, K.C., 
or wil! be sent by postin return for two stamps.—Particulars for inser- 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 





Sales for the Year 1876. 

M ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
iS beg to announce that their SALES of LANDED ESTPATES, 
Towa, S»burban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, Building 
Land, Ground-Rents, Reversions, and other Properties, for the Year 
1876, will be held at the Auction Mart, Tokenhous2-yard, near the 
Bank of England, in the City of London, as follows :— 

Tuesday, January 11, | Tuesday, May 9 Tuesday, July 25 
Tuesday, January 25 | Tuesday, May 16 Tuesday, August 1 
Tuesday, February 8 Tuesday, May 23 Tuesday, August 8 
Tuesday, Feoruary22 | Taesday, May 30 Tuesday, August 15 
Tuesday, March 7 Tuesday, June 6 Tuesday, August 22 
Tuesday, March 14 Tuesday, June 13 Tuesday, October 3 
Tuesday, March 21 Tuesday, Juue 20 Tuesday, October 17 
Tuesday, March 28 Tuesday, June 27 Tuesday, October 24 
Tuesday, April 4 Tuesday, July 4 Tuesday, November !4 
Tuesday, April 11 Tuesday, July 11 Tuesday, November 21 
Tnesday, April 25 Tuesday, July 18 Tuesday, December 5 
Tuesday, May 2 

Auctions can also be held on other days besides those above specified. 

Due notice in any case should be given, in order to insure proper pub- 
licity ; the period between sucli notice and the auction must, of course, 
considerably depen! upon the nature of the property intended to be 
sold.—80, Cheapside, London, E.C. 











Dates of Sales, 
oe. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD beg 
ry to announce for the convenience of their employers that their 
SALES by AUCTION of Freehold, Copyhold, and Leasehold Es- 
tates, Ground and Improved Rents, Advowsons, Next Presentations, 
Reversions, Policies of Assurance, Shares, and convertible Securities 
of every description, will occur throughout the year 1876 at the AUC- 
TION MART’, Tokenhouse-yard, Bank of England, on the following 
WEDNESDAYS in each month :— 

January 26 May 10 | August 2 
February 9 May 17 Augzst 9 
February 23 May 24 | August 23 
March 8 | May 3h | September 6 
March 15 | June 7 | October 4 
March 22 | June 14 | October 18 
March 29 | June 21 November 1 
April 5 | June 28 November 8 
April 12 | July 5 November 29 
April 19 | July 12 December 6 
April 26 | July 19 December 20 
May 3 ‘July 26 
24, Gresham-ttreet, Bank, London, E.C. 








LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS. 

An important and valuabe Freehold Property, ocenpying the very 
large superficial area of nearly 10,000 feet, in the immediate vicinity 
of the New Law Courts, and producing a present gross rental of only 
about £500 per annum, which, at the expiration of the existing 
leases and agreements, might be considerably increased, and to be 
sold by direction of the Executors and Trustees under the will of the 
late Mr. Alderman Copeland. 

Berenaarad ABBOTT, & RUSHWORTH 
& have received instructions to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, 

Tokenhouse-yard, on WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 19th, at ONE for 

TWO o’ Clock, in One Lot, the valuable FREEHOLD PROPERTY, 

comprising the substantial and spacious house, No. 59, Lincoln’s-inn- 

fields, on the west side thereot, to which it has a frontage of about 30ft., 
with a very large open gard2n in the rear, and yard, stabling, 
and eoach-houses beyond, with another frontage to and approach from 

Cnapel-plare, leading from Duke-street. The house islet in suites cf 

offices, 4 portion on agreements for terms which expire in 1883, ard the 

remainder to yearly tenants. As the value of offices in the immediate 

vicinity of the New Courts of Justice and further contemplated im- 

provements must of necessity become very great, the above prop- 

erty is recommended to trustees and capitalists asa first-class invest- 
ment, The stacling and remaining buildings are let upon lease to 
highly respectable tenants, 

May be viewed with permission of the tenants, and particulars 

obtained of ° 

ALEXANDER MARTIN, Esq., Solicitor, Bridge-chambers, 171, 
Queen Victoria-street. Blackfriars ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 22, Savile-row, W., and 19, Change-alley, E.C. 





VALUABLE FREEHOLD AND LEASEHOLD ESTATES. 
M ESSRS. C. C. & T. MOORE will SELL by 
LV} AUCTION, at the MART, on THURSDAY, JANUARY 13, at 
ONE for TWO, the followieg property :— 

MILE END-KOAD.—The Freehold Premises, 10, Grove-street, 
containing two dwelling-rooms, workshop, two stables with lofts, and 
pair gate entrance. Rental value, £24. Possession on completion of 
purchase. Vendors’ Solicitors, Messrs. WaLtone, Boss, & WaLron, 
19, Great Winche-ter-street, £.C. 

ON THE MERCERY ESTATE.—A_ Five-Roomed Dwelling-House, 
with garden, 66, Clark-street, let at £22, term 26 years, ground-rent 
£3. ours Solicitors, Messrs, Hanting & Somes, 24, Lincoln’ s-inn- 
fields, W.C. “ 

MILE-£ND,—Four Freehold Five-Roomed Houses, 5, 6, 7, and 8, 
Queen-street, Cambridge-road, let at £83 4s. Vendor’s Solicitor, 
M. K. Baasp, Esq.,3, Fornival’s-inn, E.C, 

Particulars at the Mart, and at the Auctioneers’ offices, 144, Mile- 
End-road, E. 





———— 


HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 


HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREST, LONDON 


Ba2ancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 


Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms eng 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 


Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz,:— 
At5 percent, per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of Withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 


Bits issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branchey 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or Rent 
for collection, 

Sates anp Puacuases effected in British and foreign securities, ip 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertakey 


Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised, 


Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman, 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,C, 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s, 


Drart Paper, 5s., 64. 6d., 7s. 6d., 7s. 94.,and 9s. 9d. per ream. 

Brier Paper, 15s. 6d., 17s. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Foouscap Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s 6d, per ream. 

Cream-Laip Nore, 3s., 4s,, and 5s. per ream. 

LarGe CxkaAM-Lalp Note, 4s. 6d., 63. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

LaRGE BivE Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 63. 6d. per ream. 

ENVELOPES, CREAM OR Buve, 33, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000, 

Tue “ Tempte’’ Envetore, extra secure, 93. 6d. per 1000. 

FootscaPp OrFictaL Enve ores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

PartripGe % Coorer’s Vettum Wove Oxun-Hovse Nors, 9s. 64. per 
ream. ‘Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. Purchasers are pafticularly requested to observe that 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, *‘PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine. 

InDENTORE Skins, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 28s, 
doz., 135s, per roll. 

SECONDS OR FOLLOWERS, Ruled, 23, 1d, each, 24s. perdozen, 115s, pe 
roll. 

Recogps O2 MemoRIALS, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, 


Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Book 


An immense stock in various bindings. 


ARR’S, 265, STRAND.-— 

Dinners (from the joint) vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d., or with Soup 
or Fish, 2s. and 2s. 6d. “IfI desire a substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and 
good, I know only of one house, and thatis in the Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef ofold England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied 
with half a bottlefor a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June 18, 1864, 
page 400, 


The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms in 
London. Dinners(from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d. 


POYAL POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTION.— 

NEW MUSICAL ENTERTAINMENT, by Mr. Geoxce Bock- 

Land. GABRIEL GRUB and the GRIM GOBLIN. Magnificent 

views and effzcts. A new Experimental Lecture, by Professor GARDNER, 

A Holiday Budget of Curious Experiments. Progress of Royaltyin 

India, with new views and effacis, by Mr. J. L. Kine. Admission to 
the whole, Is, ; children under 10, half-price. 











OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—Another Polytechnic 
Novelty.—The marvellons AERIAL MERCURY ; a New Soag 
written by H. EpMonps, music by J. A. Jopp, will be sung by G. Jorp, 
R.A.M., on each occasion of exhibiting this illusion. ‘The Compount 
Cycloidal Apparatus, producing beantiful patterns before the visitors. 
Tne GEOLOGICAL PiANO or MUSICAL STONES, by M. Honone 
Bacpre. Admission, Is.; children under 10, half-price. 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—GRAND DISTRI- 
BUTION of PRESENTS from the Giant Christmas-Tres, oa 
Wednesday, January 5th, 12th, and 19th; DUGWAR, the Juggiers 
Herr Prosgacer’s Drawing-Room Magic, and all the Polytechnic 
Novelties. Admission to the whole, is.; children under 10, half- 
price. 


ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION 
BAKER-STREET.—On View, portrait Models of KING 
ALFONSO XII, and VICTOR EMMANUEL, the Duke and Duchess of 
EDINBURGH, the EMPEROR OF RUSSIA, the SHAH of PERSIA, 
Sir SAMUEL BAKER, the late Dr. LIVINGSTONE, Mr. H..M. STAN- 
LEY, Rev. H. WARD BEECHER, Sir GARNET WOLSELEY, 
MARSHAL McMAHON, MARSHAL BAZAINE, M. THIERS, the 
late CHARLES DICKENS, and Dr. KENEALY, M.P. Also superd 
and costly Court Dresses; the complete line of British Monarclts, 
from William the Conqueror to Queen Victoria; and over 300 Portrait 
Models of Celebrated and Distinguished Characters, Admission, '#. 
Children under twelve, 6d, Extra room, 6d, Open from 10 a.m. till 
10 p.m, 
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